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PREFACE 


, Concerning the 
USEFULNESS 


Ot the following 


HTPOTHESTS. 


Howrh | cannot 
wnderiake for 
whit 1; mine in 
the wanape- 
ment of the fol> 
lowing Dif- 

cer ſe; yet & to the deiign ( for 

which | am wholly bebolden ts the 
A 4 Good- 


AS 1 


A Preface. 
Goodneſs of my Cauſe. and the 
tmtrinfick reaſonableneſs of the + 
ewidences which prove if good } [ 
think | may, without Jmumodeſty , 
affirm that, if it hold, it muſt be of 
atrv es (al uſe with thee of the Ro- 
wan Communion. | 


Xx 
4 
. 

A — 
=_ 


it muſt Le of 


preat je {” Lait 
and the Vulcar, who euther bave 
not the Abilities, or cannot ſpare 
the time, which would be requiſute 
or Enquiring into the particular 
Diſputri, to bave the Conmtrover- 
fries reduced inte 4 marrow compals. 
Ana tlpeciaty if thele few thing f, 
pare reduced, may ſu/+ 
Re for [ec rin? the Daty INC 
bent on ſuch Perfons 484 well 4s if 
the Inquiry bad bren more mite 
mare; anan hen withal the Ewi- 
dence, 


h_ 
_- 
—_ 
of 
= 
- 
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4 . ; 
dime. on which their Kefolution 
depends. it (rated to the Caparity of 
FOaf ford of BY wi, Aow 1s thele 


thin F are F? Vvidaed 7 y by the [i + * 


: 
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Popes Sypremacy over the Cas 
thoiick Church &! ve, As foo 
OW Diff remcees it i Sj Par tiCuy« 
lars, it i here proved. that tf we 
TS: . | mei/ta6en in T his. thew 6: C3 
eitber cannot charre ws with E1 
Your, & wor With any FE rrowmn "f 
thet conble uence 45 may exceſs 
thew, tjtber (or = 

or Communion. of for that rivor* 


: 3 \ Ss; Af | 


_——- 


a Impoſling their ewn Opinions 
which are contrary 1s it, 


£. 4. And this does indeed cf 
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fefvally ſecure the Dury of Or- 
divwery Laicks in this whore af- 
fair. For the Obligation incum- 
bent at leaſt on ſuch Perſons why 

are not, by their particular Calling, 

ollaged to rnquire, can only be to 
know ſo much 4s may ſecure their 
Ciy ſtan Praftice; and that ut 
ſofficiently ſecured by due adbering 
fo that Communion where they 
my reaſonably expe? the per form: 

ance of theſe Divine Promiſes 
which are comveyed in the uſe of 
the Sacraments, and the other Or- 
dinary Means of Grace, ſo that the 
man concernment of ſuch Per ſons 
i this, to know where ſuch « Com- 
wwnien i to be had. Now the ſob- 
viny of this © weſtion appears from 
the Primenples here laid down, ſuf- 

ficient ts decide the whole Diſpute 
cincer ing the true Communion. 

I/ 


A Frienace, 
If it ſbruld prove true that the 
Pope bes this Authority over 15e 
Caiboick Charch difighve, it 
weald folow thet bit particuiar 
Church mu# be the Catholick 
Church virtual. and { mult have 
4 Titit to all toſs Premiſes mute 
fo the Catholick Church i the 
Seriptures thus much at It if will 
follow even according to thery Hy- 
þÞ theirs who ao wot pretend that 
theſe Promiſes reach fo biob 
Ints Iibility ) and therefore tht 
they were oblized to ſubmit ts A- 
Give Obedicnce.ts af Lanntul bins 
politions , and Patlive even 1# 
Unlawful enrs, ſo that in al Ca+ 
ſes it wew'd be Unlawful t joyn 
with any ether Communion in of» 
pefution ts it. And on the other 
fide , if it prove falſe, it wil 
Paainly f low that it 6 uxriaw al, 


1ithbey 


A Fi TITEL, 
ether for theſe who are already in 
that Communion to Continue 1# If, 
ſeeing they cannot continue 118 I 
without being acce(}ary to the Divi 
tons of Chriſte: lom by a etting 4 
Tyrannical Power ever it 4, or for 
ethers to defore their own Grrnmu- 
wiew ts come to the Roman, which 
cannet on theſe Principles, be done 
with any ſuch pretence of Nect thry 
a1 may excuſe theirySeparation from 
Feine ScChilmatical. | 

9.5, The Evidence aily into 
whicthis Diſpute is uitimateiy 
reloived, muſt needs be fuch as 
muſt be fuirable ro (te meanett 
capacity that is capabie of ating 
prudent!y in this preat atlair (and 
certainly Ot CTY One 1.008 Intereſt, 
wel a Duty, ebliped to make whe of 
bis trot Prudence in 4 maticr 
wherein hb greateſt Intereſts are [; 
neart'y 
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nearly concerned) For the meanefhy 
Proaartiice that HW, wil FOQuiITre that 
where they cannot chooſe their way, 
there at leaſt they [bruld chooſe their 
Ciuride., And it i only the Au 
frority of the YoOpe 41 4 Princt- 
plc of Unitv , «and of the Church 
adhering to him as « Guide a8 Con» 
rroverhes.of which this Hy pothe- 
(1s allows them a Liberty ts judpe, 
en order to their own private ſatis- 
att ion. And «« the matter © ſuch, 
concerning which the meane(t Pru- 
dence that can deſerve the mane of 
Prudence, obliged ts juare, fo the 
Evidence « ſuch a1 every one mu(# 
be capable of judging who is capable 
of betmo Prudenrly and Rationa'- 
y 6 Chriſtian. For the wery Truth 
of Chriſtianity i (elf, 1 refer+ 
ence Is ws in this Ape, muſt be 
proved by Hiſftort w } Teſtimonie b 


a 
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of the Miracles by which it was 
atteſted from the beg 'nning 4 4nd 
the Canon of the Scripture muſt 
be proved by the Teſtimonies of 
thoſe by whom the Scriptures were 
delvvered, And it « the you 
Hiſtorical Teſtimony, whether of 
expreſs Scripture, or expreſs 
Tradition ts which they are here 
referred for the proof of this Su- 
prewacy of the Pope: and the« 
Subjet concerning which this Te- 
fimmony wat to be grouen, com! 4 wot 4 
but have had þo £ TLLLOEL inf vence 
on their Pra{tice (tf they bad ac- 
knowledgea any dependence on this 
Supremacy) 4s that it muſt have 
been as notorious to them who gave 
i, as theſe Miracles, or that Ca- 
non ; «and therefore therr Teſtumy» 
ny mult have been as Credib'e in 
awe Caſe a4 in the other. 


| 
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$. 6. Befpdes that the Negative 
Argument (which | bere make ufc 
of ) #« much leſs SP uneftionable than 
the Aftrmative. That «, there it 
much more reaſon ts doubt of 
pretended Tradition, if it be net 
expreſly mentioned 13 the Primi» 
tive Authors, ( aud doubring « 
ſaffrcrent for my poarpoſe, ts over- 
throw the Credit of that which 
pretends ts be an Article of Faith) 
than ts believe 4 thing ts bave de- 
ſcended from the Ap ſiles , becauſe 
theſe Authors pretend it did ſs. 
For in their Affiropations they ma- 
ny times deliver what they think 
on their own Conjeftural Reaſon- 
ings, wherein they are a Fallibie 
as others, But what they heve 
not mentioned, if at be wot als 
lowed to contlude that they krew 
I 
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it net. and that thereſore there 
was then ns Hiltorical Evidence 
for tt, ſeeing that could net have 
eſcaped therr know edpes ye! 
thus much at lealf wil follow that 
we cannot be ſaticfied that they 
had any ſuch EF vidence, which 1s 
enourh to render it doub' tul fo ws 
whether it were an Apotltolid 1 
Tradition, Now that they did 
mo! mention the *wpre macy, I do 
nt deſire the Iprorant fs fate the 
bare word of eur Authors ; but | 
am content that they traſt their 
own Judpments comerning the 
paſlages produce FA” far 4 they 
are capable of jraging them ; or 
where they find themſelves una 
ble,that there they acquieſce in the 
Confeſſrons of candid, learned Men, 
thewyh of our Adverſaries Communt- 
on. I bich u no mere than what they 
them. 
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| themſelves count Prudent in the 
* like Caſes, when they eccurr in the 
1g = manarement of their ſecular affairs, 


by 


of Þ d. T« Ao W if only thus 
»» } Convenient, but it i almoſt 
i, | Necellary, in dealing with our 4 
”w—_ verſaries, fo & non, 47 leaft, fe? 
q| # this Fund amental Pri ncipic For 
id _ ill they be convinced of the Falli- 
/, | bility of their Guide, all the Rea» 
bs | Tons produced againſt them are only 
j © taken for Temptations and tryals 
iy of the ſledfaſtneſs of their Implicite 
is © Faith. And, in affairs of this na- 
_ ture, they os taught fo aiftr uſt 
” their Own [Judgment { M4y , i 
.. Jmnatters of Faith the moſt Learn- 
bs | ed Clergy are Faw bt ts do ſo, A 
n, they are conftdered in their private 
hs fr Icity, well as the more \gno- 


it ” 


rant Laity ) and they are further 
taught 
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tavght that, in ſuch matters , their 
Faith & by ſo much the more ex+ 
cellent and meritorious, by bow 
much more it captivates their 
Underſtandings 3 and that this 
captivating of their Underſtand- 
ings iwwplics « denial of their own * 

Judgments when different from 
that of their Superiori, Now | 
won theſe terms it is impoſſible to 
al with them by particular 
Reaſonings. For the #tmoeſt that 
can be expeted from the cleareſt 
Reaſonings, is, that their pri» * 
vate Judgments may be convinced 
_ But if, when this # 
ne, they diſtruſt their own 
Judgments, way, think themſelves 
obliged ts deny their own Jidg- 
ments in complyance with that of 
their Superiors, wy, take it to 
be the greater g\ory of their Faith 7 
fo 
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po dem the greater and more pow- 
erful Convictions ; i will then 
olow that, by how much more 
onſcientioully they 4 & accord- 
ing to their own Principles, A, : 
b the leſs capable they mu 

f this kind of Reaſoning. 
[not needs be in vain to urge Al 
with ſuch Reaſons, by which they 
"will not be tryed , though they 
indeed prove convidtive , 


ana that to their own Underſtand- 
; ings. 


$.3. Nor indeed is it rational 
to expelt that they ſhould be other- 
"wiſe diſpoſed , purſuant to their 
L Principles. For aff Prudent Con- 
liderers of things will confeſs, 
hat one dire& proof that 4 
Sthing « aGually True, © more 
ohterable than many Probabili- 
ries 
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ties tothe contrary. Eſpecially if the 
dire proof be of ut ſelf ſtronger 
. than any contrary ObjzeGion ; « 
indeed mo ObjxGon can be ſo ſof- 
ficient ts prove any Propoſition 
falſc,e the Infallibility of the Pro- 
ponent & ts prove it erue. Which 
muſt the rather bold , confraering 
that they takethe judgment of therr 
Judge of Controverſies for an ad-+ 
zquateiy-infallible Proef ; never 
remembring that though indeed the 
Spirit of God be Infallible,y18 tbe | 
Arguments whereby they prove 
their Judpe of Controveriies fo af- 
ſiſted by that Spirit as to partake of 
its Intallibility, that is, ſo «ſiſted, 
«as that their Judge of Controvers 
fies ſball Infa libly follow the Infal+ 
libleGuidance of the Spirit(other- 
wiſethemſelves cannot pretend that * 
all aſſiſtance of tbe $pirit woſt 1n- 


fey 


A Preface. 


fer Infallibiliry , «meſs they wil 
grant that every good Chriſtian « 
Infallible, becauſe they cannot deny 
f- Þ chat be is ſoafliſted) I ſey,theſe Ar- 

pument i are only Moral ,and ſuch as 
3 may, in many Gaſes, be exceeded by 

Arguments taken from the nature 
® Þ ef the thing z and that the Conſe- 


17 wence muſt follow the weaker part, 
oy ſo that fil] their Faith can be no 
& > more thanmorally certain, though 
' their Judge of Controverſies were 


granted ts be Infailibe is regard 
VE of bicaſſiſtance. 

$.9. Tet even ſoit ſbruld be remens- 
of 7 bred on our art, that no Arguments 
7 were fit to be admitted againſt the 
1 2 ſenſe of an infallible Judge, but ſuch 
as might exceed thoſe whereby their 


"" © JudgofControverſies ſeems to them 
"a8 7 to be proved Infallibleywhich would 
"2 cut of many of theſe Arguments 
ſer which 
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which are uſed in the particul: 
Diſputes. Emt beginning at the! 
Firſt Principle , i « cafe to ſbe1 
that they are obliged ts take tn 
Arguments into ſerious conſiders 
tow, and ts determine accordin 
« they judge Reaſonable in ther 
private Judgments. For # 
Judge of Controverſies canner 
in reaſon, oblige them to captivat 
their Underſtandings # «# ſelf 
till it be proved. And the Argo 
ments here wſed are Amtecedent 1 
that Proof. And when upo1 
examination of the Credentials o 
the Judge of Controverſies, thes 
proof of fach « Judge ſbell 6 
found inſufficient, they wk 
thew , and nit th] then, hav 
reaſon to truſt their private Judg 
ments i» the particular Diſputes 
And then, and only then, the par 

ticula 
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ticular Diſputes may be likely to 
obtain an equal —_ ſuch 
of them as are truly Contcienti» 
ous. 


d. 10. Beſides, if this 
Hypotheſis true, it 
will be wery wſeful both to retain 
ſeveral in the Reformed Commu- 


nt. Ut. 


* nion, and ts bring ſeveral others 
* over from the Rowan, who are 


already by 


their Principles daſpe- 
ſed for the Reformation. 

1, There may be ſeveral, who, 
in the particular Diſputes, aey 


1 probably incline to the Roman fide, 


and yet bave an abborrence for the 
Roman rigeer in theſe principal 
ones concerning lnfallibility , and 
the Popes Supremacy. Theſe , 
if they may be per ſwaded that they 
mey be edanitied ts thats Commu- 
nion 
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nion without profefiing the Be 
lief of theſe Principles ts which 
we are 41 yet ts ſuppoſe them ſo 
wery averſe, may be tempicd to 
think it lawful to joyn themſeives 
is Communion with them, Thi 
ſeems plainly to bave brew My. 
Creſly's Caſe , whoſe entrance in- 
fo that Commus- 
Erom. (Second E au Was wery 
an) EEG. nc feirate 
Ch. 21. $-3. p. 178. by the irount of 
Ao. hs 4.5%: Infallibility gt 
ug" —e Im ven bimby Dr. 
at. Aww. } UL / 
Gann, b. p. $51. 8 Om whereby 
| ns — Was per ſwa- 
ded that it 9a 
only a >chook-term, wot uſed in the 
Decrets of any received Councils , 
ne mer any way expreſly defined , 
and that thr ue of it would not be 
exatFed from him by their Ghurch 
44 


- 


 —_ 
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« 4 Condition of her Communion, 
For be achnowledges be had for 
werly believed that this wa'n 
ground of the Roman 
Religion(ſo be calls it) ExomSctt.:. 
* $4 Chap. 15.%.3- 
namely the Infallibiti- 1.44. , 
ty of that Church 
was as demonſtratively confura- 
ble as any abſurdity in Mathe- 
maticks. Aud partiics- 
larly he conſefes that 
eAMr. Chillngworth's 
Arguments againſt it 
bas to him appeared 
unanſwerable ; axd that his Look 
alone had the principal influence 
on bis to ſhur up h« entrance 
into Catholick Uniry. Bat it 
——_ that what ſpryer may 
be t wr ht of the Word ( COMCEY - 
ing which mire may be ſaid thin 
was obſerved by My. Crefly's 
Friends, 


T.:2Ch 55. 
$. Þ» Is 


4 _ (Hh , 


go 
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Friends, but that it i« unneceſſary 
ts ſay it on this occaſion ) yet the 
Thing weft neceſſarily be main- 
rained by them on the ſame Prin- 
ciples by which they have pres 
ſumed to cenſure the Reformation, 
avd in that very ſenſe whrrein 
our Arguments are ſo concluſroe 4- 
gainſt it, Itis very firange to me, 
and ſeems diſagreeable, 1 wil net 
ſay to that Candor, but that ac+ 
curareneſs, which was ebſerved by 
him in that Enquiry, that he 
could pretend that it was the 
Word Infallibility againſt which 
Mr. Chilliagworth's Arguments 
had been ſo ſucceſrful, or that be 
could ſatirfie brmſelf with that pre- 
fence in 4 matter of that mepor- 
tance. Indeed. if bit Arguments 
had been Grammarical there 
Wight beve' been ſome colour for 
pre- 
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pretending that adantare was ta- 
ten from the ambiguity of the 
Word ts pick out the muſt Invidi- 
out ſenſe among theſe many other 
more favourable ones of which it 
was capable ; but being Notional 
and taken from the rature of the 
Thing , they mu} neceſſarily be 
levelled againſt it in ſame certain 
fignification. And it had beew 
eaſie to have ſbewn that they do 
a clearly evertbrow the Infallibi- 
lity of Judgment m a Creature 
in the uſe of Fallible Means 
( which is the ſenſe which | heve 
here proved the Romaniſts o_ 
ts maintain) theugh their Intal- 
libility were derived from the 
Divine aſſiſtance; @ If it were 
derived from their own Nature , 
4 that of God is, which © the ſenſe 
which Mr. Creſſy woul4 mate 8 
B 7 
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be only concerned in theſe drew 
ments |t might caſuly have been alſo 
ſorwn that «Mr. c_ h, mſeif 
orantsi the wery (enie 6] # the word 
here defined, and cannt deny but 
that it wwery properly and naturally 
ſignified by it + i May that, by bu own 
Principles, the Charches not wan? 
it in herCanons Can be noArgument 
that ſhe ever intended to leave pri- 
vate Perſons at their liberty to uſe 
it, o forbeer it, a they pleaſed. 
W hence 1: were caſte further ts in» 
fer not only that i 29 ? needs be in- 
(0:crabic for private perſons fo de» 
ny #, but alſe that it muſt be juſtly 
Suſpicious 4 much 41 Is wave it 
( fince tt has been wſed,) though on 
pretence of another ſenſe applicable 
ts it, but never intended by them 
who brought it ints the Roman 
C.hurc?, then;h «t firſt they might 
have 
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bave {orborn the introducing of it. 
{nd if it be mot t: on fo Subjects, 1 - 
ther to deny or forbear z, what 
room can be (e(t for their Indulgence 
ſo much celebrated in this partiee- 
lar? Nay what Indulgence c wid it be, 
if they might indeed be excuſed from 
theW ord. / (ORf 4s th fy are oblized 
is maintain the Thing ; | ſay oblit» 
ged , by doing that which cannes 
pelibly be defended without ſupper 
ſong 11? Certainly they caunot think 
but that AGtions are 41 ſag nificative 
« Words in reference ts God and 
ther own Conſ(ciences. 


þ. 11. Soalſs for the other point 
concerning the Popes Supremacy, 
it it an uſual Ariifice whereby ma- 
ny others are ſeauced, that they 
are perſwadea that thev may tate 
the ſame Liberty that the French 
B 9 take 
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fare, in <2 weſflioning the Popes 
Monarchical Power. Eat, from 
the Primeiples bere laid down , if 
piarniy ap;Oari that the Liberty 
taken by thr rather ©nnmived 
at by the Rowan Court os pelitich 
Conſiderations, than approved or 
allowed by the Rowan Commu» 
nion, 4 ><» iſle ns with their 
Principles. The like mg by have 
been Ws ctomerrning ſeveral #+ 
ther Cunſequential Derines 
which facilitate the ſeducing of 
Proſe Iyres ; 4 that of the Di- 
ftinftion between the Church 
and Court of Rome, and the poſe 
fhality of Reforming the Abuſes 
of the Court by the Power of 
the Church, &c, 


C. 12, 


$. 12. Now in Perſons who 
bave met brew taured ts thoſe 
Prejudices of Education, and 
that great Credulity which are 
inſenfibly infuſed into Perſons bred 
in that munion ( which weſt 
be ſuppoſed ts be the Caſe of them 
who are ne# as yet Profelyted ts #5) 
theſe general Principles of lnfalli- 
bility awd the Popes Supremacy 
are like ts meet with the moſt dif- 
flenlt reception, For ts ſuch who 
bave had experience of the difh- 
culty of things by their own iryal 
of thew, and whe are net averſe 
is any pains that may appear ve« 
quifue for the ſatisfaition of their 
Conſeiences j it is ſo far from be» 
ing likely ts apprar that it is an 
AA of Chriſtian Vertue t a- 
void Evidence yz Of 79 (uppre fs 
B 4 their 
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their Conv: Gions, when different 


from the Senſe «of theſe few intey- 
ded Perſons are plainly poſe 
lj 4 of the Groernment of that 
le Communion , # that ( il 
thei Inſallibility be firfft proved ) 
it i wot _ to poſs for an Alt of 
common honeſty. Ay, ther 
expetling ſuch unreaſonable Con- 
ceſſioms from them at fir ft, would, to 
fach Perſons, be a wery juſt rea 
ſon of ſoſpeGing them, when they 
ſbrnid find themſelves treated l 
them at the ame rate as thy arY 
expect te be by the meſt profeſſed 
Deceivers., £#or what more litely 
Art could any Dectiver oe, than 
fo per; ſmwaar thoſe, wh 9 be had 4 
mind ts ſeduce , fs troft in bim 
without and ag a1nſl their own Con 
viltions | Nor 4 it likely that they 
whos beve m other inducement 
than 
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then the ratrinfick reaſi nib lenety 
of its proof ſbou'd be prrſwaded ts, 
believe it 4s taſily as they who 
have been inwed fo uf by Prem 
Qices of their Education. Aer 
W there that widemee offercd to 
their Faculties tin folowing « wealk 
and Joubttul Proof in one partt- 
(ular inſtance, 4s in FOROUnCIY 
thetr cleareſt Convictions [nts 
ver ſally, in all matters to be deft» 
ne! by they ludpe of Controvers 
lies, And therefore WH very Po ble 
for Perſons {aveurable to the ſenſe 
of the Romaniſts in mary of the 
particular Diſputes, {if to be wery 
averſe to their prevtences to Intalli- 
bilitys and thu mot ( 45 it i wſnally 
ſaid by our Adver ſaries) only out of 
s haughtineſs awd unwillngnels 
fo yield but 048 rationa:; 4ud truly- 
Conſcientious accomnt 7, 

I; 
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S. 12, Ar & the other Dos- 
Hrine concerning the Monarchi- 
cal Power of the Pope iſt wn» 
acceptable ts Perſons of another 
Communion bef.re they are brouwrht 
aver ts the Roman. I will xt 
mention bow much the conſequence 
of believing ſuch « Diftrine may 

repoſe apen their Liberty, becauſe 
that wil wit by a7 Adver aries 
Ti thru; ht s Confcirnmious Dif- 
fwaſive from it, Tinugh crrtain- 
iy it be wery allowable ts land upon 
their ewn Rights , ti they be 
comvinced out of them by a greater 
Evidence tha® would ſuffice for 
Conerſſions of leſs importance ; 
which # ſufficient for my preſent 
defiow, That which | bad rather 
inſt on at preſent , is, the inde- 


ſenfibleneſt: of the abuſes of the 
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Court of Rowe, which are þ 
groſs and proveking, 4 that ge- 
nerally they are the laſt things ts 
which Revolters are reconciled 5 
and uſually, when they art (op 
it # only on pretence that that 
Church & nt concerned for theue. 
Eat. by this Monarchica! Pow: 
er of the Pope, the power of 
Reforming thew © aſcribed On- 
ly ts bins whoſe Intereſt it « they 
wever be Reformed 4s and þo ts 

defiroy all bp) of Reformation, 
'* Which #« 4 confideration that , 
if ſertaw/ly thomg ht of , would 
certainly ftarile many of thoſe 
who are brouht over” ts them 
on arounts iruly Conſcientious , 
bring ſeduced ts 14 by ſuch falſe 
prevences. 


S. 14. 
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5. 14. For when 11 [ba dPpr ar 
is this fort of Perſons ( «@ | have 
mndraovared Is mite if appear © 
10s ſelowing Hypotheiss ) thst 

 wy2rn7 is thit tommunion 
we? wecriiarily mp) their appr 
fatton of theſe Unacceptable Lo- 
Qrines 4 they mart find themletver 
BY SOOFGAT DP FOAMIEA FEOLEM eborer, 
OTF Fr WIS CAICTACE theſe 
D_ &rmes rather than {iriear their 
| or whetber they wil 
tor of from their Communion re+ 
ther this 3 2. thee Schiſmatical 

Iofirines, Nor will it be bard Is 
,vape bow they would of likely ts des 
(er mine in ach a Cale Fer if their 
averſaiion is theſe DoAtrines be 
reeater than iberr kindneſs to par- 
ticular Opinions er Praftices of 
the Roman Communionlas I heave 
al yads fpern that it 11 reaſunable 


4 


- 
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ts believe that it is frequently the 
Caſt of Perſons mit yet Profelyted 
by them) they maſt neceſſarily think 
themſelves obliged on theſe terms 
ts continue where they are, 


8.15. 2. And the ſame things 
propertionably appiyed may ſerve is 
joew the uſefulneſs of this Hypor 
theſis for garming ſeveral moderate 
Perſons of the Romaniſts thens- 
ſelves. They who call the Dotrine 
of the Popes InfaFibi- a 
lity Arch-Hererica! , Suffrag, = 
and confeſs themſelves 
wwable, 18 thi Priaciple,to defend 
their Church againff wr; when they 
ſball find that the Fundamental 
Principle of their own a 4 diftinit, 
Communion,# this conſe fſedly inde» 
fenbble Archi-Heretical Dodrine 
& that without thivthey canuet jo 

f 
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tifie either their Separation « 
their Impolitions , they cannot 
think it ſaſt in Conſcience ts 
continue any longer divided from 


$. 16, The ſame thing « alſo 
ahplicable to that ther Deftriae 
which prevails. with ſeveral | 
very confulerable Parties of the 
Roman Communion , Thet the 
Supreme Judge of Controverſies 
mn Farth « either the diffuſive | 
Catholick Church, & « Council 
that #6 trwly Free and General , 
and accordingly received as ſuch 
by the Catholick Church diſ- 
fufive, and that that alone is the 
ſeat of Infallibility, They who 
ae of Vi Judgment, th fel- | 


H bold true , 
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change their Communion ow ie 
aKinnts, 

i. That they cannet muke ut 
their ows Title ts their being the 
Catholick Church i» 14: ſenſe, 
wr can they conſequently prove 
that many of ewr Dodrines, 
which they condemn as Heretical, 
have ever brew Canonically com» 
demned by this Judge of Contro- 
verſies. This will binder them 
from abſtaining from ow Commu» 
mon for theme. 

And 2. that, on theſe Princi- 
ples, the Dodrines of the Popes 
Monarchy «nd Infallibility meg 
be Heretical, This will oblige 
them tos abſtain from the Com- 
wunion of theſe who maintain 
them. 


$. 17. 


0-17. 1. They cannet make out 
their Title to their own being the 
Catholick Church ww thi ſenſe. 
For evidently they are net the Ca- 
tholick Church diftuſive, many 
crnſulerable parts whereof are not 
is Communion with them. And 
therefore all the Plea they can make. 
to the Authority er Infallbility of 
the Catholick Church muff be 
griunded ow the Notion of « Catho- 
lick ChurchVirtua! ,vbich Netien 
they muſt needs diſclarmin aſſerting 
the Power of the diftuſive Catho- 
lick &r its Lawful Repreſentative 
over all particular Churches. Theſe 
things leomeeiue ſo clear from the 
Do(Frine bere delrvered, at that 1 
cannet think my ſelf ebliged ts ſay 
any mere concerning them at pre- 
ſem. Hence it will follow, that all 
thoſe particular Dodrines, which 


ITY; 
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heave been defined againſt w ly by 
the Weſtern Coun- 
cils,withoat the Sufe 535 <7 ——_ 
frages of theEaſtern | 
Biſhops, or the reception even of 
all the Weſtern Churches them- 
ſelves, muſt fail of that pretence 1s 
Infallibiliry which & bere even 
| from their own Principt 01 proved 
neceſſary to ju ffi therr — 
on from i 018 TOUT 400OaMT, 
_ theſe are dedulted there var” 
remain but few inflances of Do» 
Orines 4:pured between ww, if any, 
which themſelves can pretend fo 
havebeendefined by the united Suf- 
frages of all Eaſtern and Weſtern 
Bilko 11%, and unanimouſly recerved 
in the particular Dioceſes, Nor 
(an they, on theſe terms, groe any 
account why they condemn and ex- 
elude from their intereſt in the cons- 
wen 


OY ——— 
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mew Judicatory of Chriſtendom 
4 many , and 4s great, and every 
wy 4 conſiderable, Charches «s 
themſebvti. 


7. 2. Eat if ſuch 
Sarcehec. Weſtern Councils, 4 
art in thu print defen- 

ded by our  Adverſarics of this Fa 
Him, maſt indeed be admitted for 
the Sopreme viſible Judicatories, 
and con ly a intitled to that 
lies which « by them aſ- 
eribed to this Supreme Judicato- 
ry; 1 cannet comcerve how they 
can avoid thinking themſchues tbe 
aged in Conſcience ts ſeparate from 
Communion of them who aſcribe 
this Infallibility ts the Pope and 
- _ —_ Mo there # ne- 
thing that can be ſaid to juſtific 
their Separation from w, oh 
4 


| 
' 
: 
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a firengly prove them obliged ts 


ſcparate from their own Brethren 
of that Perſwaſion. Fir theſe 
Councils beve taken upon thee 
ts decide the —_— COMCE Tr 10» 
ing the Supremacy , by declaring 
this Power ts be in the Church 
diffuſive , and themſelves to be 
Lawful Repreſentatives & 
Church; and conſequently that 
all Eceleffaftical Power , the P#- 
pacy it ſelf bring alſo expreſly mens 
tioned , was ſubjett ts them, For 
can they think that Propefutions , 
neither Neceffary , & ts their 
matrer, wor Evident, & ts their 
Proef , can eblige Subje1 to their 
Belief under pain of incurring the 
Cenſure of Hereſy , only on «6+ 
count of their bring defined by their 
Supreme Judge of Controverſies? 
And u there any thing that them- 
ſetves 
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ſelves can pretend to bave been 
more expreſly difined by that 
Judge, than this «? If they wil 
think to evade this Argument, by 
pretending that this Defttrine of 
the Power of their Tudge of Com- 
treverſies us mot ſo properly de tide 
it ſelf, «s « Principle antecedent to 
the belief of all Particulars that 
ae ſo; yet this can derogate nor 
thing f om their obligation to ſepa» 
rate from the Communion of Dit- 
ſenters concerning it, Fir can they 
think themſel es obliged fo Sepa- 
rate for the denyal of ene particular 
defined by that Authority? And it 
there not incompar ably more reaſon 
they ſbould do ſo for the denyal of 
the Authority it ſelf? Ir met the 
Autbority i ſelf more Fundamen- 
tal than the particulars can be 
which, on theſe Principles, derive 


their 


a oo Rommm— 
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their whole Credibility from it? 
And muſt it not be much more 
heinous to deftiroy the Credit of al 


poſſible Particulars, which, on theſe 


Principles, # included in the Judge 
of Controverſies, than ts refuſe an 
altucl Aſſent to any one Parties- 
lar? And as it hence appears, that 
the matter of theſe Differences « 
mong themſelves i more momen» 
tous, 4nd more obliging 1s 4 Sepa- 

ration, than themſelves can pre- 
tend thoſe to be wherein they differ 
from | $- ſo [ may 44d farther , 
that the Separation, wbich oupht 
in Conſcience to follow hereupen , 

muſt be equally irreconciieable. 
For will it not comee to the ſame 
Event , whether we utterly 
diſown 4 wijible Judge of Con- 
troverſics, or whether we 1n- 
deed own one, but own ſuch 4 one 
A 1 
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& thit our Adverſaries cannot 
think themſelves obliged to fland 
fo bis deciſfon ? In both Caſes 
there is equally acknowledged 4 
Liberty of Appeal from all Power 
that is acknowledged by the Ad- 
verſary, And that Power which 
muſt decide Controverſies againſt 
an Adverſary who does not think 
himſelf obliged ( as much as in 
Conſcience) to ſubmit to ſuch 4 
Deciſion muſt ds it either by force 
o Arbitration, which are Kenn» 
dits 4s dllowable by our Princt- 
ples, as by theſe of our Advere 
ſaries, Nay, in this Caſe they 
cannot plead even tht pretence of 
Canonical Punttuality, at leaſt fo 
long to forbear ſeparating from 
the Communion even of acknow- 
ledged Hereticks, tl their Cauſe 
were declared to be Hereſy by 
their 
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their competent Judge. For they 
who believe theſe Councils ts 
have been the Suprewe Judicato- 
ries, muſt —_ concerye 
themſelves obliged to believe that 
their Superiority ever the Pope 
bas been defined by « Canonical 
Avthority ; and hey who ds ſo, 
can have nothing lef# to excuſe 
them for farbearing an aGtual Se- 
paration, Aud -&4 it thus ap» 
pears that they muſt bold them- 
ſelves obliged ts abſlain from the 
Communion of theſe Perſons whe 
profeſſedly and expreſly own this 
Dottrine of the Popes Monar- 
chy : So when they ſhall find that 
this Monarchy © indeed the Fun- 
damental Principle of the whole 
Roman Communion, «s diſtin 
from others; they muſt , by the 
ſame Principles, think themſetves 
obliged 
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obliged to abſtain from the Commu- 
mien of that whole Church , wet 
only of thoſe who as expretly de- 
fend that Monarchy , but alſe of 
others , though in terms denying 
it, as long «ws they keep to that 
Communion which cannot be kept 
without conſequentially defend- 
ing it» Iti« in vain to think to 
weaken the Authority of the 
Deciſion of theſe Councils, becauſe 
it was in 4 malley concerning their 
own Intereſt. For beſides that 
this will give Hs @ plain advan» 
tage againſt any Authority where- 
by they can pretend that we are 
Gampmically cenſured ; They then 
ſelves are ſenſible, on other occa- 
frons, that this is inſeparably 
the Right of the Supreme Judica- 


rory, #s Judge even in matters of | 


#5 own Intereſt ; ſeeing there lies 


| 
| 


: 
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#9 Appeal from it, even in ſuch 
Caſes, to any other Tudicatory that 
might Fudge more impartially con» 
cerming them. Ana they who think 
the Supreme Judicatory Intallible, 
muſt think themſelves alſo obliged, 
wot only to 4 Canonical Ac qt 
cence for Peace's ſake, but all 
an [nternal Aſſent and pk fer 
of the Jaſtice of ſuch « Decree, e+ 
ven out of Gonſciemnce. This | conceive 
at leaſt ſuffictent to prove , in this 
Caſe of per ſoms not proſelyted,s well 
as in the formey of perſons already 
of that Cornmmunios, d t they who do 
more firmly adhere to this Dorine 
of the Superiority of theCatholick 
Church diftufive, ms think them- 
ſelves obliged toleparate from their 
communionwhen they areconvinced 
of the inconſiſtency of this Dofirine 
with it, The only difference is that 
C thier 
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thus firmer adberence ts thit Do 
Arine may more 0 dnarily and cas 
foly be exprfted from Perſons not 
yet Projeited, than from thoſe 
who are prejudiced in favour of 
the C(omtrary by Inerr Eancation It 
that Communion. Theſe are thoſe 
Dividing Princ p.cs mtimated 
in the following An 
*.9.<+ ſwer to the Queries 
pag, & g _ 
| ropoled to theGen- 
tlewoman, theurh I was wnwilling 
a that occaſion to enlarge further 
concerning them. 


A my 


i. 19. 4 fourth Liſe of 
thi: Hy pothetts « for the 
atrtition of Veacemakers, tos les 
thew ie What it i that Yeuders our 
FOECOMETIL4TIOR TPO (avie,and which, 
if it be not frſk atcommudated, 
WRIT YENGE? A TOEIY CNMERUEUTTS 116 
Dar » 
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particular Pueſtions wnſucceſiful ; 
and therefore azainſt which they 
owght more earneſtly to ſtrive by 
how much they are more zealows 
for Catholick Peace, The way 
bitherts attempted has been to en- 
deavenr to reconcile our particular 
differences, This has been, either 
by clearing their reſpeFive Chur- 
chts from al thoſe things for 
which they havt net expreily de- 
clared, and of which expreſs 
Profeflions are met exatfed from 
Perſons to be reconciled wnto them, 
by bow great Authority ſoever of 
their particular Communicants 
they have been comntenanced or 
maintained, This wiy bat been 
takin on their fide by My, Veron, 
oc. and on ours by Biſbap Mon- 
| TCIgue, Or where the Churches 
* bave declared themſclues , there 
C 2 by 
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by ailewing the greateſt Latitude 
of F CPOnfyton , 44 PUIring the 
010/t favourab.e Senſe on their 
Decrees i f which they are capable. 
Thus Grotius bas dealt with the 
Counci! of Trent, and 5, Ciara 
with our Engp! iſh Artic.cs% The 
d:fiom of all the endeavours of this 
hind 'has bein to reconcile the 
Churches without any yielding on 
either fide, | confeſs | think the 
number of Comtrover ies may be 
exceedingly diminiſbed by this 
way of proceeding , which muff 
weeds be wry acceptable Io any, 
who it more 4 Lover of the Cathe* 


lick Church's Peace than of Difl- 


putation. AMany of the Tencts 
on both ſides , that are very tn* 
vidieuſly repreſemtea by Adverſa+ 
ries, will, on 4 cloſer examinati» 
a”, appear to be entber miſtakes 


of 
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of the II rimers —— or + 
pinions ef particular Writers , 
or ſenſts of the Church's Uc> 
Crees which were never acfionee 
by the Church that made them ; 
ana conſequently wanece[[ary fo vt 
allented to in order to & recon» 
liztion. Eat when all i dome. 
they will fall very ſhort of recon+ 
etlin? the different Commun 
For thou bh all their partic 
Decrees, even concerning Faith, 
were made tolerable by iheſe 
means, (1) yet that were wit 
ſufficient to prove their Commu- 
nion Lawful; and (2) yet there 
can be no hopes of reconciling all 
particularDecrees by theſe means, 
but ſome will ſtill remain which 
will make their Communion in- 
tolerable ts them of the other 
ſide. 

C 
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S. 20, 1, Thot gh al! their 

[TICULAT [" «Cres of Faith 
watt, | - theſe means, be mace 
tolerable z yet that were not ſuf- 
ficient ro prove their Communi- 
on lawful. For neither u there 
any ſecurity that that ſenſe of 
their Decrees , which might be 
takew for tolerable, would ww 
Praftice prove ſuch as would be 
admitted by Governors; ſo 4s 
that they on the other fade m_—_ 
on their ewning of that ſenſe, be 
received to their Commuunien. 
No, theuch it were ceuntenanced 
by Doors of newir ſo eminent 
mote, nay, by the Eccichaſticks 
who ſbould receive them, For 
ſtr; twerr Church ewrhe to be ad 
wilted to be the mo/t "Authenti ck 
Expoliter of her own meaning. 
4nd 
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And | 4s wit doenbs but ſeveral of 
their Profelytes, who [bould £0 #+ 
ver to them on account of many of 
theſe moderate Explications , 
would find themſelves nuſlaken in 
many things 4s ſoon as their Church 
had any obligation ts explains her 
felf Fomcerning them. And though 
the Church micht not think "is 
worth her interpoſition to do it up+ 

on the reconciliation of every par- 
ticular Proſeiyte, yet She muſt 
certainly think ber ſelf obliged to 
it in order to the reconciliation of 
the whole Communions. Ther 
many of theſe palliations would cer- 
tainly be found ſo repugnant to her 
deſiqn,” and ſo deſtitute of any plav- 
fib le appearance, as thowzh She had 
been willing to yield in carnelt 1 
mſtances wherein She might not 
ſeem fo do ſo (and that is the ut- 


C 4 moſs 
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moſs conde cenſion that can in rea» 
ſen be expecred from 4 Church 
which pretends to be Infallitic, af 
leaſt wH1.c 800 pretends tobeſo) 

yet they would net «f:14 them + 
wen fo, ar much a- 4 740 for their 
reputation. Nay, th.nzh as her 
preſent Dicrees sf Faith has ap- 
peared toicrable, and apprarcd fo 

in that very ſenſe wh:rcin She 

really up {or flood th; yet even 
this weuld wot ſe fice for 4 ſolid 
reconciliation of Communion, & 
long as the ſame Authority , by 
which theſe other Decrees had been 
defined is ſtil owned to belnfallible, 
For ftill the next General Council 
(in the ſenſe wherein theygive that 
Title to ſuch as are not truly Occi- 
dental )may define new Articles ne« 
wer yet defined, or at leaſt declare 
ſuch Propoſutions to be ſo, which, as 
yet 


| 


A Proface, 


yet while they are not defined, may 
very innocently be Ciahelieved. 
Andithen.,a they, who (UH HOW bes 
lieve what has been defined hither» 
#9,not for the intrinfick Probabi= 
lity of the things defined ; but for 
the Author i y whereby they are de- 
fined, muſt find themſelves obliged, 
by the ſame Principles, to receive 
ſuch new Definitions of the ſame 
Authority 3 So we, who even now 
disbelieve threw, on account of the 
wn ſattsfattorineſ1 of their \ntrinſick 
Proofs end for the contrary Proofs 
produced apainſt them, and who do 
wot belzeve the Authority of therr 
Proponent @ ſufficient A_ 
io connteryail theſe tntrinfick « 
futawons, muſt ft1] continue to Oi; - 
believe them,even when they foal 
be ſo defined 5; which will then ob+ 
pe ws again to m_ a1 grenms & 


Lim 
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dfkance as ever. Nor is this to 
be locked on a4 a Caſe wnitkely to 
happen, conſftaering that there are 
alreany Ny VET? ſuſpictons Do- 
Grines ſo univerſally recerved, 4s 
that their Learned men confidently 
"i ns Tas [om C of them are fer© 
de lide, aud doubt of ethers whe- 
ther they be met aiready altogether 
I aere it us ovjer vable that 
the creunds of thetr juaging ſo , 
wo, either the expre fine of theſe 
Decrees of their Church which 
ire 4irtady made COMCETMINY them, 
” the Univerlaiity of their re- 
ceprion, or the fireſs which us laid 
«pon them, which, in all likely- 
od , would prevail with ſuch s 
General Council, if it had been 
«flembled , to proe their Suffrages 
/rr them. 
0.21, 2.E44 woughs reconcilia- 
11n 
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tion of the Particulars hitherto 
d: fined minht bave been mire as 
vailable for 4 ſolid Peace, than it 
hence apprars likely that it wonld 
be, yezeven this is not Pradtica- 
ble by all the means of Reconct» 
liation that have as yet been 
thought of, Sowe things have 
beew defined in both Communion: 
with ſuch a deſign upon Diſlen» 
rers, 4 that no  mollifying Arti 
of Interpretation can prevail with 
any pv gem Perſow to be- 
lieve that the Senſes really 1n- 
tended by them are reconcileabie. 
Nor indeed have the Romaniſts 
any reaſon to expeit that we ſbou!s 
aqree with them in all the Particu- 
_ defined by themw,wph1ilſt we do ne; 
gree with them in achowledging 
the Credibility of their Judge of 


Controverſies. For, 4vtecedems 
ty 
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ly to therr being defined , they Comm 
eſs many of them ſo obſcure as 
thit they may pardonably be dls 
believed aud oppoſed. And 
how can any wiſe man expect that 
all Nlen ſooula be of ene mind 11 
ſo many inflances of ſuch s nas 
tae? Ana yet even one wnlews 
Jul Cen litien of Communion is 4: 
lone | Mcient ts make their Com- 
wmanicn unlaw (ul, and the Churches 
mrecoucileable. 


22. ow that there are ſome 
s for which thitr Charch ber 
fe!f 14 wnewvoidably concerned wheres 
in we have all the reaſon , that 
raw be deſired, to expert that She 
i ld wield to ws in order to the 
accommodation of our differences, 
'. think | might confiaently Ap- 
Wa It a mary Learned Men , 
though 
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though of owr Adverſaries Coms 
munon, 4 heave had us well the 
Courage ts ſpeck their thoughts, 
«4 the Candor to follow their own 
Convittions, The Teflimonies of 
many of them, ts this purpoſe, are 
already ſo well known , «« that | 
believe it will not be expetFed that 
I [bold exceed my pre ſent defirn- 
ed brevity by producing them, 
This therefore being ſuppoſed, is 
will plainly follow that no ſolid 
Peace can be expelted with thoſe 
of that Communion without ſome 
Conceſſions on their fide; and 
therefore that which inevitably 
hardens them. againſt al Concet- 
fions muſt conſequently ruine 
all hrpes of 4 laſting Recon- 
ciliat1on. Now this # done 
by their DefFrine of Tnfallibili- 
ty , 4nd their own. Tithe to- it, 
Thu 
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This #« it that makes them pre- 
ſume to define ſuch things as thens- 
ſelves confeſs to be incvident An» 
tecedently to their own defining 
them. This makes it impoſſible 
for them (as long as they pretend to 
it) ts ſubmit thoſe things as much 
as to 4 review, mn this Age of 
Knowledge,wbich were at firſt de» 
fined in Ages of very great Igno- 
rance. This hinders them from 
yieiding to the cleareſt Convidi- 
ons ts the contrary, or from ac- 
knowledging them even where 
they cannot chuſe but yield to them. 
Thu _ them from reforming 
any of thoſe Errors, of which we 
bave reaſon to believe themſelves 
ſo ſenſible ( ſince the great modern 
mprovements of Eccleſiaſtical 
Learning) «4s that they would not 
have introduced them, if they had 

ned 
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uot found them already admitted , 
4nd hong bs themſelves obliged 
wot to delert them, nor to believe 
any Evidence ſufficient to prove 
them blame-worthy, when they 
had once found them ſo admitted, 
And therefore it will concern all 
bearty well-wiſbers ts Catholick 
Peace, ts lay out their Zeal ana 
Induſtry principally to diſcreast 
this one Doerine woich i ſo tx» 
iremely pernicious 00 18, 


$.23. And in order hereunto 
Iheve endeavoured to make it ap- 
pear, that the challenge of Infalli- 
bility ts #heir whole Communion 
* truly grounded on 4 Principle 
4iſclatmed by confpderable number: 
of their Communicants ; that ws, 
the Popes abſolure and unaccoun- 

table Monarchy ever the Gatho- 
lick 
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tick Church. Whence it wit 
follow, that, though Infallibility 
did indeed belong to the Supreme 
Repreſentative of the Catholick 
Church difiuſive, yet they can 
lay mo claim to it who deny bis 
Papa! Monarchy. And there- 
fore they who believe theſe Pro- 
miſes of Infallibility z beve 
been originally made only to the 
Catholick Church diffuſive, aus 
withil deny this abſolure Mos» 
narchy of the Pope, cannct lay 
any better claim to this Infallibilt- 
ry than any other part of the Ca*+ 
tholick Church diffuſive that «/ 
a1 preat and as conſiderable as theme» 
ſelves. Eat themſelves confeſs 
Churches mo leſs awple for extent 
C and indeed more confiderable 
for the multitude of Apoſtolical 
ces) than their own, ts be- ſo far 


from 
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from being Infa'lible, a that they 
believe them aGually miſtaken, e- 
ven in matters of Faith, and that 
for ſeveral Gemturies together be- 
fore the Reformation. And there- 
fore all the Authority which they 
can challenge on theſe Principles u 
only « Cancnical ene, ſuch 4s is due 
fo particular Provincial or Nat tonal 
or Patriarchal diſtrifs, which are, 
on all fides, acknowlenred to be Fals 
lible. Which will not only concern 
the Counci! of Trent,but 4lſo all 3+ 
ther Councils that are only Occits 
dental. 


0.24. Now this Conceſſion alone, 
that they ave Fallible, would, at 
leaſt, be ſufficient to ſbew that they 
could not think it «nl awful toreview 
their own Decrees, and tither to 
corre@ or repeal them, «s they 
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ſbeuld Tudge it reaſonable upon 


deed it is mot for the Imereſt of 
the Publick that Governours 
ſhould be too calie 1m reſcinding 
their own Alt, and eſpecially at 
the motion of ſuch as challenge it 
« « Duty from them to reſcind 
them. and when it cannet be done 
without an acknowledgment of 
their having been formerly mi» 
flaken;, yet it i« withal « little 
for that Intereſt, that they ſbould 
wholly deveſs themſelves of the 
Power of atiually Pratiifing it , 
when it ſball appear meceflary by 
the exigences Pie Communities 
for which they are intruſted. And, 
if, im any Caſe , this may be al- 
lowed to be Expedient, there 
tan be no reaſon to doubt but that 
i i fo bere. The thing u% of 

that 


em 


4 


that review. And though / 
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that Importance, as that wpon it 
depends the Reconciliation of the 
Divided Parties of Chriſten 
dome, which are neuber likely 
fo be ſubdued by the Power of 
P one, mr poſſible to be recon 
d without GConceſſhons on (ome, 
if mot ow all, fides, 6 Churches, 
«a well as by private Perſons, and 
I canner appear on which fide the 
Conceſſion # fit to be made, wnleſs 
all ſubmit to « tryal, and reſotve, 
upon tryal, to yield to what they 
hat judge reaſonable. Bears, 
there i 4 particular Reaſon why 
the Church ſbeuld reſerve an open 
Ear for all things that can be wrg- 
ed for ber information in matters 
of Faith. Not only in regard 
that the things are ſuch as do not 
derive their Lawfulneſs or Un- 
lawſulneſs from her Authority , 
but 
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but are what they are, either 
True or Falle, Antecedentiy to it; 
þo that her Authority, 4s it can 
not change the Nature of the things 
in themſeives, ſo neither can it 
alter their Ob igation im reference 
fo the Conſcriences of thy [c who are 
otherwiſe perſwaded : Nor that 
$be maſs + Re! ſpemſuble to God , 
how lutle ſorwver She be þ ts hey 
$ubjeGs, if She betray her truſt 
in the Faith once delivered ts 
her;and thereupon drive it of ber 
Communion Perions, who enpht to 
have been emcour aged to continue 
i, and break off from the Commu - 
mien of other Churches with whom 
She ought to have maintained 4 
correſpondence : But alſo becauſe 
ber whole Authority depends on it. 
For if She be Erroncous in Fun» 
Camentals, eſpecially if hey oy * 
F 
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be by way of DefeQt in them, She 
is wncapable of being « Chriſtian 


. Churc b, and conſequently #HCUP 4» 
| ble of Ecclefialtical Authority, 


Yo that, 4s She tenders her whole 
Authority in other things, She « 
obliged to w/e al diligence ts ſecure 
her "(elf from Error in thele, and 
it mult be her veſl Policy fs 4s ſos 
Nay, the greateſt Human Autho- 
rities that are, and who are moſt 
Critical in inſiſting on theſe Pun- 
Qualities of Folicy in miintdin« 
ing what they have once deter« 
mined, yet think it mo diſpa- 
ravement ts them ts conde- 
ſcend to 4 review, and tt 
change their Judgments, «pon 
berrer Information. Ana fines 
the retriving of that fort of Learn» 
ing, which # requiſite for clear- 
we? Apoltoiical Tracition, mbich 
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came 1n with the Reformation of 
Religion , the Church of Rowe 
her ſelf is much better informed , 
and better qualified for Judging, 
than She was in thoſe obſcurer 
Ages wherein She furſt defined 
them. 


$.25. Suppeſeng therefore that 
She were thus ar ſpeſed fo conve oa 
review, i plainly follows further, 
that the whole force of ber new 
Decrees apon thus review , mu 
"I roflved inte the merit of the 
Cauſe. For when her Judgment 
has once been acknowledged Fal- 
lib'e, there can thes remila m 
further pretence of any greater 
Certainty is ber Concluſions , 
than in the Premiſes from whence 
they were deduced by ber. And 
from bence it would be ery rea» 
ſonavie 
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f © fonable to expei# 1. that She would 


© 


wot upon this new review define 
what She ſbould believe inſuffici- 
ently proved Amtecedently to 
ber Definition, Thus being ap- 
plyed to particulars, would cut off 
very many of her newly introdu- 
ced Articles which her moſt enu- 
nent Champions confeſs inevident 
Amtecedently to ber defiming then, 
And we might —_— the namver 
of Articles, which would be reds- 
«ed wpon this way of Tryal the more 
conflderable, if 2. all thoſe coun 
terfeir Miracles and Revelations, 
and all theſe counterfeit Authors 
and Authorities were weved, 
which at the defining of theſe Av« 
ticles were generally believed ge- 
nuine , but are ſince 45 rentraily 
acknowledged to bave been Furpe- 
ries, Al/thoſe Dettrones which, 
»PI8 
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upon ſuch Teflimunies as theſe, were 
taken for Apoſtolical, mef# Liſe 
their Credit of being ſo 4s ſoon a 
theſe Teſtimonirs foal be comvi- 
Hed of incompetency for aſſuring 
ww what was Apoſtolical, Efpe- 
cally 3. if none but the earlieſt 
Writers be truſted, a indetd none 
elſe are competent , for compeyiny 
Apoſtolical Tradition fs w. 4nd 
4 if they were wary in this hind to 
impoſe ns Dodrines a Conditions 
of their Communion , but ſuch 45 
might appear even ts themſelves 
very Neceſſary and wery Evident: 
If the defalcations were nude 
which we have reaſon ts believe 
would be made , even by them- 
ſelves , npew the Suppeſmtions now 
mentioned, | do wot ſee any reaſon 
fo ar pair ef ſo much Liberty fo be 
allowed by them as would ſuffice t1 

Fioeanm- 
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reconcile our Communtons. Ani thi 
# [belive will be an information Ve« 
j # ry wſeſul, and very acceptable ts all 
- 3 bearty deferes of the Peace of Chri- 
, ſtendum, that is indeed ts all tru ys 
| Chriſtian Sprrzes. 


0.26. AfiſthbUſe of this 
Hypotheſis &, that it will 
ſerve for « Scheme of Princip'es 
is juftifie the Reformation, for 
which ſome of our modern Advere 
s fſarier have been ſo very imports- 
wate, Nor do | pretend hereby to 
ſuperſede the Endeavours ,, 
of that admirable Perſon (ings: 
who has already wnderts- 
ten them. Hh Principles do ex-+ 
j cellently well ſbew that, «s to the 

Reſolution of owr Faith is thoſe 
| Particulars which are truly of an 
/ Apoltolical Original,and wherein 
D We 
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we ds 4g" with the Romaniſts 
themſelves we can ſuffeciently prove 
them derived from the Apoſtles by 
compeent Teſtimonies of the ſe+ 
veral Ages throuph which they muſt 
h i: e paſſed, without ein? hh Ways 
brbilaen to an Infallit py dpe of 
Controveriics. Ay that fach 4n 
Infallible Judge & indeed « Means 
r1mproper for fac bh an Ends 41 ve« 
Fury” many ſuch things for is 
Srocf, to ms, who muſt be ſuppoſed to 
love at & diſtance from the tame of 
ts Origins Inſtitution, a5 are every 
way, at leaſt, as able ts Diſpete as 
Controverſies to be dfterminesd 
by it, So that hence tt 4 Pears 7 that 
we may be Chritt INS, #47 4nd Ca- 
tholicks tro, that id, that we may 
reve as many Articles 41 Ut fr if 
were impoſed Al ect [[ary fs "T [FP 
irved, without! the leaſt chirgation 


of 


A Pretacc, 


of being Romaniſts, that is, 
lievins all their ſperindaced {NV o* 
vel Dedtrimes. And this us of excel- 
lent wſe aqain(t them tn the whole 
Diſpute concerning the Relo ution 
of Faich, where they wand 6 thas 
the Books of the Scriptures rhene- 
ſety es,and the Senſe of theſe Books, 
and conſequent! y all the Articies 
which arc proved from thoſe Sen 
ſes, cannet be proved Credible to 
Us withoat the Authority of their 
ludpe of Controverſies ;and there - 
fore that as we follow thu Authort- 
ty in theſe things, ſo we ought ts 
fellow it in all other things equally 
recommended by it, which mult 
therefore be equally Credible with 
thew, This Conſequence will 1+ 
deed bold with them concerning 
whom the Suppoſition 6 truce ; aud 
therefore if cannet be ſtrange that 
D 2 the 
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the Romanilts, who profeſs ts be- 


hieve our commun Articles on the 
Credit of this Authority , ford 
look on theſe whom they call Here- 
HICKS & Chooters wm Relogiam, and 
a iclt condemned , in reſaſung fo 
believe other things &s credible aud 
eredable on the ſame Principles 
with thoſe they ds believe they ftid 
fappoſung that they, whan they cal 
Hereticks, believe the common 
Articles on the ſame Principles on 
whichthemſelvi believe them, But 
ftom the Frinciples of that excel- 
lent Perſon it alinh appears, that 
oe ul (4 [1100 i 007 Ir 94 CONCET "« 
in” Und that a1 we profeſs we 4 
mer. 4 there #t withing that can in 
Kraſon oblire w ts believe even our 
common Articles ax the Authori- 
iy ff their, ir any other pretended 
Iptailitle Judge of Controverſies. 
6. 27. 
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8.27. Bat the Principics bere 
davanced do nit ſo much concern the 
Articles wherets we are agreed, c 
theſe wherein we differ, and theres 
fore will more tnmmediately reach 
the Popiſh Communion 4s Popiſh, 
and the Protefftant a property ſs 
called, that is, 4s proteſting «againſt 
their Errors, and againf{ the Unca- 
nonical courſes fates by them for 
Iwpoling their Errors; and for the 
oppreſiing of all oppoſarton ts the 
contrary. Here it # fir ff provedibat, 
it being our part only to Afſert our 
owe Liberty from their Addition» 
a! Arucics , they are obltyed fo 
prove, wet we t#diiprove, their 
Impoſitions. Then, becauſe the firſt 
Principles of their Impotitions 4:8 
not agreed on by themſelves, but 
exprefly demied by ſeveral Fer ſous 
in their Communion, therefore | 
D 7 bor t 
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heve procecicd ts enguire after 
TT. 3, tm wing what if & that 
they are obliged by mecrfpary conſe» 
quence Is manta on account of 
their bring of that Commonion z 
fo that by finding theſe we have all 
their particular Dodrines reds: 
ced to their fiſt Principles, And 
the diſcovery of the weakns« fs of the 
provfs producible for theſe ( apen 
th. former Suppoſtion that they are 
obliged ts prove them) i as clear 4 
Diſervery of the Juſtice of the Re» 
formation. from the firſt Princip'es 
as the nature of the thing will bear. 
0 25 A ſixth and lf 
Hſefuinefs of this Hy po- 
theſis abwve FIT7 that i & (4Þ4- 
ble of a more eaſe proef, and a reef 
more tikely to prevail ad howmines, 
Her the ſeveral Parties among cur 
A aver ſaries will not only grant wa 
each 
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each if the Premiſes, but wndertate 
fs Prove them for Wi 1 414 4 indi/- 
ferent Perſon will not be behold n 
fs either of them for the Conclul 
on, Thit be cammet be true ts the 
Principles of their Communirn 
(ov, (ts «) their language) that be 
tan be no ſound thorough Catho- 
lick) who dors wot bold Infallibili- 
ty and that =. ts that part of 
Church their Com- 
munion ow acroane of their bei 
virtvally Catholick, the leſuirers, 
and other high Papalins will affirm, 
and it i that for which they con- 
tend. To thim therefore | ſbel reſer 
all tho/e 7 that Communion , who 
ſbal dow of the cogency of the 
proof) ——_— for farther [4+ 
twfſation.l could brartily wiſh that 
the 0d\um of this reference might 
mabe thers decline the Serwice:and 
D 4 [bould 
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fbowld take it for a highly commun- 
dable condeſcenſion, if ſuch as they, 
who bave ed themſelves tothe 
Service of the Catho'ick Church, 
could be proſwaded ts declare their 
diflike of Principics ſo pernicroms to 
Catholick Teace. But | frar it 4 
favenr toe great to be expetted from 
them, If any therefore doubt of the 
«tbey Prexaiſs, viz. che indefenſible- 
neſs of thi challenge to Infallibili- 
(y, and of this Notion of « Catho- 
lick Church virwal,co which that 
challenge muſt be grounded, he may 
be pleaſed to conſe thoſe of their 
Writers who defend the Supremas 
Cy of General Councils, o rather 
of the Catholick Church diffu- 
five. Sothat this way of proceed- 
# will be moſt ſutable for all ſorts 
of Aaverſaries, If they read it 
with « deſire of farisfaRtian, they 
wid 


—— +” £w-. 


A Preface. 
will find that more cafe whey 
= ſball confider that it proceeds 
only ow that which themſelves #9 
partly grant true already, ſo that 
there will only one Premils remain 
comeerning which they can deſire 
farther ſatifattion, If they read 
i with a delign of confurat 100. they 
will alſo find that mure difficuls 
when they ſball remember that they 
cannet undertake it without engar- 
ing 4 very cniftderable Varty & 
meng themſelves in the defence of 
theſe Fundamental Principles of 
their whole Communion. 

5.23. Many great and comſiacres 
ble improvements mizh have 6118 
alſo made of thus difference of their 
Authors in matters of þ great ins 
pertance Is their common Inter» 
eſts, which may bereaſter be mure 
fully enlarged ow 49 themſerue: 
D «5 [dal 
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ft 6] 1dminifter 4 further eecaben 
for it, Thu wil ſbew how lutle 
reaſon they beve to beaſt of their Us 
niry w/ in i thu ar pear? that they 
are jo little apreed un theſe Prince 
ples of their Unity. 8s Ih, & 
# bas alrtead7 appeared that their 
diPrremce berein muſt in reaſon ob- 
lipe them to ſeparate tn therr Com- 
munion, of they a7 conformably ts 
their Principle 8, ſe mothing but 4 
provocation {tte that which was 
grvoen t0 [nther 4nd henry the 
Eibith , tan be wanting 1s them 
who deny this Monarchy of the 
Pope, ts make them do ar they did, 
viz aQually ts divide their Com 
muntion & thery Principles already 
aolrre them. This will Iſo [et them 
ſee how little advantage therr Las 
ty # lite ts have brute Ours in 
wiring of the Contrever fies which 
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divide e&r Communiors. They 
woald bave them take the lodge of 
Controverſies's word for the Yats 
ticulars. That may be when they 
have found him, BEut when there 
are different Pretenders ( &@ there 
ere here the Pope the Counci!,cud 
the Church dittutive ) how ſbal 
they judre who bas the jullelt 
(Claim? Maf# they judee of the 
reafons, «tf {raft of Credibil ty ? 
That # it that we would bave them 
ds, and for which we are blamed 4s 
petting them upon 4 18k tov difh- 
Cult for them "Yr CMCORT BT TRY ' bom 
is evtertain to0 pood an Opinion 
of their own abilities, Muſt they 
take the Pope's word is the Caſt # 
Eat be it yet only « Pai TY * 4nd, [34s 
the Motives of Credibility be try« 
ed, can have no advantage apyue 6+ 
thers bis Competitors. Aud then, 
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nbvy may mot They be truſted alſs ? 
If they be all trafled, their Pre- 
tenſions being ſo inconſiſtent , the 
Laick, who trufls thew , muſt ſtil 
be left at i reſolute 4s ever, Muſt 
they therefore follow the juagment 
of their wolt Credible Divines 
cancerminy it 7 Eat that will 4/477 
be ai hird 4 taik a the former, fo 
be able. In lo erea appa' (nb } qgus* 
Ty, I's daft: mou {b " ho are the moſt 
CreCib ie ; "eecially abtratting 
from tbe merit of the Cauſe. And 
what advantage the favearers of 
the Vapacy bave in numbers, theft 
the ethers have in dilinteraled- 
neſr, which will co very far in re« 
commending the Credibilit ty of an 
Authority i ſuch 4 Caſe 44 this @, 
Beſides the greateſt Authority of 
Divines will net by themſebves be 
adowed [or any more than « proba- 
ble 


A Preface. 


ble, and therefore a very fallible, 
inducement. But bow mach more 
ſo,when there are other Divines « 
eminent as themſelves of agother 
Judgment ? And even lofallibili- 
ty i ſelf, if it be received on 4 Fal- 
lible recommendation, will fi «- 
mount to us higher than a Fallible 
Proof ; which even themſelves 
cannot judge ſufficient for their pure 
poſe in ſuch « Caſe 4s this ts, If both 
Pretenders aud Divines be truſted 
on both ſides as far as their Pretens 
ſions are not inconſiſtent with each 
other this will efſefFually ſerve my 

poſe , and convince the Laick, 
who traſt; them, of the inſecurity of 
their whole Communion. For be 
muſt thus be obliged to grant both 
the Premiſſes of the Argument by 
which I bave here proved it unſe- 
cure. The Major « thu, 
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Infallibility, as appropria* 
ted ro the Roman Commu» 
nion by their Title to their 
being virtually Catholick, 
that 1s, by their adhering to 
the Papacy as a Principle of 
Catholick Unity in the ſenſe 
above explained, is the Fun- 
damental Principle of that | 
whole Communion as di- 
ſtin& from others : 

This he muſt believe on the Au- 
thority of the Popes themſelves 
who have declared for it and of the 
Jeſvites, awd the reſt of the high 
Papalins: The Minor this : 

But this Authority of the Pa- 
pacy (on which the Title of 
that whole Communion to In» 
fallibility & grounded ) is 
falſe and improbable. 


Thi 
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This he muſt alſo for the ſame 
reaſon believe on the Authority of 
all thoſe who defend theSupremacy 
of General Councils, or of the dit- 
uſive Catholick Church, Ss that 
in this way of judging by Authori- 
ties (which « agreeable to the Ge» 
nius and Principles andArguments 
of that Church againſt ws in other 
like Caſes) the Laity, at —_ 
be oblized to diſtruſt their whole 
Communion , & Fundamentally 
grounded on an vunwarrantable 
Principle. But of theſe and other 
like matters, perbaps 4 larger ac» 
count may be given on future ccea- 


fions. 


(1) 
A poſitive 


ACCOUNT 


OF THE 


Fundamental Coutroverſie 
On which 
Depend all other Diſputes, 


betwixt the Romwanifts and the 
other Communions of Ghriften» 
dow, with a ſhort diſcovery of 
the little evidence they have 
on the Roman ſide in this Cons 
troverſiie. 


B' the Fundamental Con- 
troverſie, 1 mean that on 
which the part{cular Con- 
troverſies do depend, and wherein 
what is maintained by the Ch. of 
Rome, does ſo nearly concern = 
that 


(2) 
that the whole ſubGſtence as a d/* 
ind Communion, wult adzquate- 
ly depend on eh#Truth or Falf- 
hood of it. And her Aſertion 
herein is that Fundamental 
Þinciple, the confuration *of 
which is alone fufficient for con» 
viding her of the gevlr of that Se» 
paration ofCommunion, which has 
been cauſed by her unwarrantable 
Impoſitions in the particular Di- 
ſputes,and for excuſing ail others 
who have permitted themſe. ves to 
be excluded from her Communi- 
on rather than they would profeſs 
the belicf of Errors, which was 
required asza Condition of their 
Communion. So that the Confurta- 
tion of this Fundamental Princi- 
ple does virtually and conſequen- 
tially contain a reſolution of all 
other particular Controverſies 


debated between us. F:7 


(3) 

For finding our this Fund@ 

mental Pzinciple, 1 ſug» 
ſe, 

1. That the firſt For- 
wal Separation (1 will 
nor yer ſay Schiſms , for that im» 
plics a fault in it, which 15 to ap» 
pear from what follows)was wade 
by the Komaenifts, at leaſt as tous 
in England, with whom they 
communicated in the ſame Fub- 
lick Offices , till they ſeparated 
themſeives upon the ,, 
prohibition of * Piw V. — "%g 

2. That this Formal Separation 
without ſufficient peſurive grounds 
for it (though there were no ſuf- 
ficient comvidtive greands to the 
contrary ) is the Sin of Formal 
Schiſm , which is as properly in- 
curred,if the Separation be awxe- 
ceffary, as if it Le nnreaſonable if it 
Le 


WW ppofitions. 


(4) 


be withent, as if it be againſt rea» 
ſon. 

3- This being ſuppoſed, for 
our Juſtification, who were only 
paſſive in the Separation, it is not 
requiſite that we confute their 
prerences, but it is abundantly 
ſufficient that the proofs produced 
by them are not dire(#ly conclaſive 
to their purpoſe. | 

4- This parely-nepative way of | 
proceeding, that they want ſufft- | 
cient ground to juſtifie their Pra* |} 
Qice, being alone ſufficient for 
our purgation, the proof that the 
grounds of their ſeparating from 
us were ſufficient Cwhich is their 
poſitive Aftertion) will be incun» 
bent con our Adverſaries , and we 
cannot be obliged to diſprove 
them, 

5+ This obligationto Prove is |} 
IN» 


i 
| 
| 
| 


($5) 


incumbent on them, not only as 
theyare the firff Separater:( which 
may only concern us of the Exp- 
liſh Communion ) but alſo as the 
Impoſers of their own Sentimen's 
on others as Conditions of Catho» 
Iick Communion. Which wil! aifo 
relate to forreigs Proteſtants, who 
were driven from their Commu- 
# nion, being not ſuffered to canti- 
nue in it but on ſuch Conditions. 
| 6. Our Adverſaries being thus 
| bliged to give a Poſatrve account 
of their own proceedings ; they 
have no way to juſtifie themſelves 
bur by vindicating that on which 
themſelves lay the ſtreſs of their 
Separation (ſo that, if they fail 
here, no other proof will be ſuf- 
ficient for proving the neceſſity 
of ir) which was no:ed to be meant 
by the Fundamental Pr inciple. 


—. 


Here 


(6) 
Here therefore two things will- 
| be neceſſary to be ſhewn; 4,what 
| this is on which they lay this 
| ſtreſs ; 2. that it is no way ju- 
| ſtiffable. 
| For the Firſt, it is clear 
| "we". That the particular 
| tons, Propoſitions debated be- 
ewixt us are not by them» 
ſelves thought neceſſary, ro our | 
Salvation, weceſſitate meait, (Oo as 
that our Ignorance or disbelief | 
of them ſhou:d deprive us of |} 
ſome neceflary Truth, withour | 
which we cannot be ſaved, For 
they themſelves excuſe ſuch as 
did disbelieve them, as we do, be- 
fore the definition of their 
Church, 

2, That, even ſuppoſing we 
were erroneous in things not thus 
neceſſary, yet this were not ſuffi» 
cient 


et 


C7) 


cient to juſtifie their Separation 
or lmpoſition on antrinfick 46s 
counts 4, that 15, an Error of 6 
{mall importance, as to the value 
of the thing, could not in that 
regard, of its intrinfict value, ex- 
cuſe cither their Separation from 
us becauſe we hold it, or their fo 
rigorous Impeſition of their own 


ſentiments on us concerning It. 
2, That as there is no NJutrin- 
ſick Neceſſity of the Truthof the 
Propoſitions for our Salvation, 
ſo neither 1.15 there that Exirin- 


| ſick Evidence of their being re- 


vea.ed by the Apoltles that muſt 
neceſſarily argue, in him that 
ſhould deny them, an Irreverence 
and ObfSinacy againit the Druine 
Feracity, On which their Credi- 
bility depends. This alfo ap- 
pears from their exculing the Er- 
rors 


(s) 
gors of the Antients, who 1f they 
had had ſuch Evidence 1m thetr 
times, could not have been 10- 
culpably Erroncous. Which they 
take up from what 5. Augeſirne 
tad ſaid to that purpoſe, in his | 
Diſputes with the Donatsſts con- 
cerning the Caſe of St, Cyprian , 
whom he therefore makes more 
excuſable in the ſame Error of 
Rebaptizing Hereticks than the 
Donatiffts, becauſe he lived before, 
but they after, the Nicene deci» 
ſion of that whole Diſpute. Nor 
2, do themſelves pretend that a- 
ny Error, which may not be pre- 
ſumed obſtinately perſiſted in, is 
ſufficient to juſtifie a Separation 
from the Communion of Perſons 
ſo Erroneous. 

4- Hence it follows that, ſecing 


neither the Intrinſick Necefity.ot | 
the | 


- 


(9) 
the Propoſitions themſeives, nor 
their Extrinfic* Evidence Ante» 
cedently to the definition of the 
Church , are, on their own 
Principles, ſufficient to juſtific 
the Severity of their proceed- 
ings againſt us: The only 
thing they have more to alledge 
far it muſt be our Diſobeazence in 
disbelieving thoſe Propoſitions 
norwithſtanding the Authority 
which theirChurch has given them 
by her Definition. 

$. That the Obedience required 
to theſe Propoſitions is not only 
net to make Parties and Diviſions 
in the Church againſt them(Cſich as 
our Church is generally thoughe 
to require to the xxxix. Articies} 
but aiſo Poſuively to believe them, 


; not only as Treths, but alſo as 


matters of Faith. 
E 6. That 


(10) 

6. That this Poſurve Belief of 
their Church's Definitions exte- 
riorly profeſſed in joyning in 
their Utnces, and in abſtaining 
frrom the Communion even of 
Peaceable Diſſenters, and cenſu- 
ring them as Herericks,cannot we- 
raciouſly, nor conſequently with» 
out Sm, be performed without 
an Internal Aſſent. 

5, That this Internal Aſſent 
cannot ſafely be given without a 
fatisfalt ory comviition of the Trath 
of the Propoſitions ſo afſented to, 

8, And therefore,that ſuch an 
Aſſent may be given to Propoſiti- 
ons defined by their Church, oft 
ly on account of her Authority,it 
15 requiſite that her Authority be 


luch a Medinm as may aſſtre us of * 


the Trath of thofe Propofitions. 
3, This Aſſarance (if it be nor, 
accords 


(11) 
according to the Dodtrine of 
their greaceſt Pretenders to Rea» 
fon, Mathematical, yet) muſt, at 
leaſt for matters of Faith ( and 
ſuch thele Definitions are by them» 
ſelves eſteemed) be Moral, that is, 
ſuch as may exclude all Probabils- 
ty, if not all Poſſibility, of Doubr- 
ng, whether they be Tree. 

t 0, That Authority, which,up- 
on its own «ccount, may be an Ar- 
pument to convince us of the 
Truthof her Definitions, muſt nor 
be ſuch as muſt depend on the uſe 
of Means: both r. becauſe that 
will leave a Liberty for ſuch as 
are competent Judges of chem to 
have recourſe from ſuch Autbort- 

to the Means themſelves on 
which ſuch her Credibility will 
depend, which the Romanifts will 
by no means permit : And 2.be- 
E 2 cauſe 


(12) 
cauſe the Means are by them- 
ſcives acknowledged frequently 
Fallible, and the Inf«llibility only 
affixed © the Concluſfians, 

i 1. That A«thoruy which may 
aſſure us of the Tr##6 of its Def» 
nitzons, independently on the 
Means, mult needs be Infallible 
in its Judgment, Which though 
ſome few late Authors bave en» 
deavoured toavoid, yet the Ge- 
nerality of them have found them- 
ſelves in purſuance of the former 
Principles, obliged to aſſert ir. 

12. This Infallibility of Juag* 
mens, ſurpaſſing the uſe of Oras- 
pery « Means, mult needs. be Su- 
fernatural and Extraordinary; and 
theretore a5 to the light by which 
x jadges,it mult be aſſiſted by xew 
Revelations, though it be conver- 
Cant about no newly- Revealed Ob- 
j þ:. +3, This 


(13) 
13.This Infallibility is by then * 
challenged to themſelves by virtue 
of thoſe Promiſes of the Spryre in 
the Scriprures, which rthemſelvey 
confeſs ro belong-only to the Ca, 
tholick Ch.not to any one particu- 
lar Denomination of Chriſtians.” 

f 4. : That therefore their Title* 
to this Infal/1bi{:2y maſt, wecord-- 
ing torheir own Principles,be re«- 
ſoived into thoſe Proofs whereby 
they wake our their Title of Bev? 
ing the Catholick Church. - 

15, They themſe:ves do nor,nor” 
camor,pretend robe theCarbolick 
Gh.diffufrve;char is,that all the Re- 

Jean, original Succeſſor to rhie 
Apoſties in ai) Apoſtolical Seex (molt 
of which they cannot deny cohave 
been in the Oriental paris (have e&- 
verſubmirred to their Authoricy, 
ovare united: ro them in external 

"NJ + E 3 vidible 


(14) 
viſible Communion. ' Nay, they 
have condemned a wuch greater 
nuwber of Apoftelical Sees than 
they have among themſelves, 

16. That therefore the Netion 
of Catholich, to which they may 
with any colour pretend, muſt be 
ſo limired as that it may agree to 
a Party of Chriſtians in oppoſition 
to others. 

175. That though ic may indeed 
be erue admitting an Appedd to the 
Primitrve records that a particular 
Church may hold all that which 
was originally taught by the Gaths- 
lick Church diffuſeve, withour any 
novel abuſive Impoſitions that 
way oblige anyConſcientious Per- 
ſons to keep off from her Com- 
munion, and ſo by arcident may 
deſerve the name of Catholick, as 
that name diſtinguiſhes from o* 
ther 


| 


(15) 
ther Chriſtian Societies of Here- 
ticks and Schiſmatichs. Yet ſpeak- 
ing of ſuch an Authority as they 
own in the Komen Church, which 
may preſcribe againſt ſuch 4p- 
peals, (o that its own only ſenſe is 
to be preſumed to be the Senſe of 
the Catholick Church, without par» 
ticular convincing Evidences of 
the concurrence of all in the Pri- 
mirive. Ages with them, this plain» 
ly requires that this Notion of 
Catholick be certainly fixed, and 
fixed to a paraalar Fraicatory,and 
this Antecedently to a tryal by 
the Primitive Kecoras. For this 
preſcribing againſt a1 Appeal (0 ra- 
tional as to the nature of the 
thing,wuſt plainly imply an obs 
ging Foriſdition , Antecedently 
to, and therefore Independently 
cn, that tryal, And Jariſaitios 
E 4 can 


(13) | 
can ſignifie nothing unlefs the Ju- 
dicatory to whom it belongs, be 
dſo notorious, and notorious aifo 
Amecedently to the ſawe tryat:So 
that in this way of proceeding ie 
muſt neceffarily be fuppoſed that 
one certain part of the Catholick 
Church can never ceaſe to be Ea 
thelith, nor to have a os ae 
over the CatholickChurch dsffuſrve. 

18. Theſe things cannot be aſcer- 
tained to a particular Charch,(o as 
to preſcribe againſt the now- men- 
rioned way of ring it, withour 
maintaining the Notion of a Ca« 
thelick Church Virtzal. That is,we 
cannor be aſſured that a perticalar 
Church muſt neceſſarily be Ca- 
tholick, Antecedenetly to the tryal 
of its Catholiciſm by a recourſe 
to the Primuive Records , but 
by being firſt aſſured that that 


narticu'ar 


| 


(t7) 
particular Church ſhall. never 
fail of being Catholick it (elf, 
and that all other porticuler 
Charches mult approve. of their 
Catholiciſm by their conformity 
to that which can never be ©0- 
therwiſec, $0 that on theſe tern s 
the knowledge of that one 
Church, and what is maintains 
ed by her, will be virtually a 
knowledge of the Catholick 
Church diffuſue , and what 
ought to be maintained by thew, 
Which things put altogether, do 
painly make up that: which our 
Adverſaries mean when they 
ſpeak of a Catholick Church wits 
tual, 


19. This Notion of a Cathe+ 
lick Charch wirtaal, which way: 
apre® to ane pert , of the 

| Carbolick 


(13) 
Catholick Church difſaſrve in con» 
tradiſtindtion to ail uthers , mul 
imply fuch a Principle of Hmity to 
which all the reſt are obliged , 
though that one part only do 6 
ualy adbere tO \c, 
This Pranciple of Unity 
muſt act on:y be a Principle of 
Order, but of Influcnce. For it 1s 
on'y by virtue of this Influence 
of this one Church over all os 
thers that we can conciude that 
a | others are obliged to be like 
 ; and ir is only on this obliga» 
ton of all other Churches to be 
ltke her that her Titleto the name 
of the Catholick Church Virtadl is 
«dzquately grounded, 

21, This Principle of Wnity 
muſt be in the Gevernears of ſuch 
a particuiar Church, For- our 
Adverſarics wiil not have the 
Promiſe: 


| 


Y P—_  — - cw. Aqui 


(19) 
Promiſes of the Spirit wade to the 
People, but to their Governoury, 
S0 that the People can have no 
further Right in them, bur on 
condition of adhering to their 
Governowrs, who therefore muſt 
be the firff Principle of Unity, 

22, This Principle of Unity 
mult not depend on the Authority 
of the Church diffuſrve. Otherv ite 
that ſame Authority of the Church 
d/fofrve might recall it, in which 
Caſe the adhering to it wou.d not 
prove a certain Note of Cathels 
61/m, 

23. Toapp:y therefore a': this 
to the Romeniſts,their whole pre+ 
rence of being the Catholrek Church 
is adzquately grounded in that 
Notion of « Ga:holick Church wir- 
fwval, whereby they confine it t© 
that eMultitnde of Chriſtians who 


7 & 


(20) 
: wnitcd wndty « wijdle Money- 
chical Head as @ Principle of their 
Inty, to which, Jore Divino, «af 
eve bound to be obeviens. 

24, This Monarchicsl Head to 
which tFey prerend a nearer In- 
(ers than others, is the Papacy» 


The Summary. 

Beeiify therefore that nothing 
elſe can excuſe their new 
 Impiſitions but the « Au» 
thority by which they ars 

impoſed: 4nd Deting that no 
Authority can be ſufficient for 
their purpoſe ro oblige 
their SubjeQs * cntermaly 

* FI0p1, tobekeve what 15 neither 
ip, Neceſſary a5 to its mate 
"OOF ror, ror 4 Evident as to 
its provf, Antecedently to the De» 
barignof fuch wr 4arhericy, bat 


- » # 
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(22) 
one that muſt be *S»fſalls- tVrogs: 
ble: Seeing, that they 8, 5, 15, 
who do not in terms pre- 112 
tend the Pepes Infollibilitynecelſa- 
ry (and they who do ſo, my 
own what I would prove that ail 
muſt own according totheir Prin» 
ciples)can make no Flea to Infal- 
libility, but from thoſe 
Promiſes of the Spirit i he 
which themſelves confeſs to have 
been primarily made to the C4+ 
tholick Church; and therefore 
though an Infelibility, even in 
Fudgment, were granted to be» 
long to the Catholick Church, yet 
that can. ſignifie nothing to our 
Adverſaries purpoſe till 
they» can prove 4 them» A 
ſelves to be that Catbelick Charch 
to which alone. thoſe Promiſes 
confeſſedly belong: Seeing evie- 
| dently- 


(22) 
dentdy they are not the 
es. pwr ory/ Church diffs- 
frve, and can therefore only pre- 
tend ro the Title of their being 
i the Catholick Church 
. i virtual : Sceing this 
Notion of the Gatholick 

Church Virtual muſt neceſſarily 

imply ſuch a ; Prime 
Go of Unity to which all - 
Catholick Church diffuſrve is obli- 
ped ro adhere , as to a certain 
Standard of their Catholiciſm ; 
and this Principle of Unity , to 
which they can lay claim above ©- 
_ ther GChriftian Soectetier, 
op. 

21,23,24 18 only the  Papecy; and 
the Papacy, as a Preneiple 

of nity, mult be a Principle, not 
of Order ,, only, but of 

» 9p2> Influence ; and that in- 
» Frop. 33+ depencently , on the 
Judgment 


(23) 
Jadgment of the Catholick Church 
diffufrve : All theſe things being 
contidered together , Jt will 
plainly follow, that, if this i»fls- 
ential independent power of the 
Papacy cannot be proved, all their 
pretences to Infallibility, or even 
to any Awthoraty for deciding theſe 
Controverſics betw cen us, muſt 
fall ro the ground ; and conſe» 

uently all their particular Deci 
fon depending on them will nei- 
ther be valid in Law,nor ob.igi 
in Conſcience, Which will leave 
their Separation and Impoſitions 
deſtiture of any prerence that 
may excuſe them from beingSchiſ- 
matical, 

This is therefore the Funda- 
mental Pyinciple on which al! 
their Authority in defining all ©- 
ther particular Dodtrines muſt 0- 
riginal'y 


(24) 
riginally depend : And to ſhew 
that ehis Principle is inſufficieatly 
proved , will alone be enough to 
invalidate all their other Detwis, 
(1005, 


Secondly, Therefore ts ſbew 
the inſufficiency of their proof 
of it; This Proot muſt cicher 
be(s) from Tradition. And 
for this it is obſervable 
that, 

I. This Notionof the Catbolick 
Charch Virtzal, if it had been 
Tree, walt have been originally 
delivered by the unanimous con» 
ſent of the Catholick Church dif+ 
fafve. We cannot judge otherwiſe 
onleſs we ſyppoſe a great defet , 
either of the its, In nd 
teaching, or of the Church, in not 
preſerving the: memorial of ſuch 


(25) 
a Fundamental Principle of their 
Kniy. 
IT. This Topick, of Tradition 
delivered down by the Catholich 
Church diffufbve, is the only pro- 
per one for the Church who pre- 
tends to this Authority to prove 
itby. And till it be proved, and 
proved to the judgment of parti- 
cular Subje#s, there is no reaſon 
that She ſhould expeR that they 
ſhould think themſelves obliged in 
Conſcience to ſubmit to her Aucho- 
rity. For Aatherity can be no 
rational” Motive to them to di- 
ſiruſt their own Jodgwents, cill 
it ſelf be firſt proved and actwow- 
ledged. And therefore if it do 
not appear, and appear tr w from 
this Topick, we can have no rea- 
ſon to believe it, 

UT. This Notion of the —_ | 
li 


(26) 
lick Church Virtual does not ap- | 
pear to have been ever delivered Þ 
as the ſenſe of theCarbolick Church | 
drfluſtoe : 
1. Not of that Catholick | 
Church dfufrve which was 
extant in the beginning of 

the Reformation, For then * 

1. The Greeks, and moſt of | 


the Eaftern Chriſtians 
profeſiedly oppoſe it, 

2, Many of the Weſtern 
Chriſtians themſelves, c- 
ſpecially of the French 
and Germans , did not 
believe it. 

3. The Weftern Charch it 
ſelf Repreſentative , in 
tour, by them reputed 
General, Gouncils of Piſa, 
Conſtance, Siens, and Ba: 
file, did not own the Popes 


Ou» 
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(27) 
Supremacy as a Prixciple 
of Catbelick Unity, but ex» 
pretly by their Canons 
Geclared - themielves to 
be his Seperters , and 
treated him as being 
wholly fubjeR to their 
Authority. This was not 
long before the Reforma- 
tion, and what they did 
had not then been repea!- 
ed by any Authority com» 
parable ro theirs, 


2.Not of the Catholick diffu- 
froe Gharch in antienter 
Times. 

r, Not of the Greeks ever 


fiace their Sch1ſav, as the 
Latines call it,under Pho- 


aw. 


2. Before that time , even 


whilſt they were united 
with 


Prop. 2 2- 


(28) 
with the Latierr. the 
Popes Supremacy was dif- 
owned by them 11 that fa- 
mous 23, Camp of Chat 
oedew, which cqualied the 
Erbop of Conflentineple 
with him of Rawe , and 
owned only an Eccles 
eftical Right in both of 
them for the dignity of 
their Cirics C which, as 
| have already * warned, 
will not ſuffice for our 
Adverſariespurpoſe)that 
I may not now mention 


the Canon of 1n9- 
ple fo by the 


Fathers of Chalgden in 
place and maintained by 
the Greet E wa Mt 
was alſo difowned by 
the Croncil of Antioch x 
gait 


C29) 
gainſt Jak 4 Diſowned 
by the African Fathers , 
by whom the only Plea the 
Popes had trom the Coun- 
al of Nice was found to 
be a forgery. 

3, Not of the Catbolick diffe- 
frove Chardh in thoſe Proms- 
thut times, while the Chriſti» 
ans lived under Hear 
ours * For, 

;. The Rawenifs them 
ſelves are uawilling to be 
erycd by them, unleſs we 
will allow them to quote 
fromthe Decretal Epiftler, 
&c, wihech Learned Men 
among themſelves do con- 


feſs 10 be faſprcvews , Or 
manifeſt Forgerias. 


2, nta 


(30) 


2, Enna Slvim, who 
_—_ was afterwards Pope Pi 
— w 11. acknowledged that 

"___ beforethe Conneil of Nice 
 lirtle reſpeet was tad to 
wy the Biſbop of Kone above 
©* oehers. 

2. Ir appears by the frees 
dom wherewith Pope Ste- 
phen was reliſted by Sr. 
Cyprian, and Pope Filter 
by the Aftarick Biſhops , 
and by St. lrenew. And 

4.By the Canes of Carthage 
under St, Cyprian, which 

Tp 72. declared that no Biſhop 

P was ſubject to another, 
but that every one was 
Supreme in his own 
charge under God ; not 
now to mention other 
paſſages in him to the 
ſame 


tray, 


(31) 
$. By the weaknefs of the 


f+ Teſtimonies aiiedged to 
e this purpoſe, the Prefs- 
e deney in the Region of the 
Romans in Ignatius, the 


powerful Principalay in 
St. Irengus the Prat ificat a 
. Maximus Ironically de- 
| rided by Tertallian, and 
the ene Biſbip and ewe See 
in St, Cyprian, &c. 


(s) For the Scripteres, them- 
ſelves do not ſeem very confident 
of thee without the Expoſitions 
of the Fathers. 
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APREFACE, 


T is of no further concernment 
to acquaint the Publick with 
the occaſion of penning theſe Pa- 
pers, than as the occaſton mipht 
bave an influence on the deſign; 
ond as it may be veryuſeful to in- 
form the Reader of the defign, 
that bemay tbe better know what 
to expefi in the performance. 
He may therefore be pleaſed 
to underſtand that the following 
Queries were tendred to a Gen- 
tlewoman of the Communion of 
the Church of England by aRo- 
maniſt,who bad a deſipn of (c- 
A ducing 


A Preface. 
ducing ker; and that they were 
anſwered by another hand but on 
ſuch Principles, or in ſuch a way 
of management as that it did not 
give ber the deſired ſatisſafiion, 
This gave occaſion to ſome that 
were concerned for her to [hew 
the Paper to ſome others in or- 
der tothe irviting them tounder. 
take it in a way that might be 
likely to prove more ſucceſsful, 
By this means of communication 
it came at length to my hands 
from a Perſon aho firſt deſired 
my Opinion concerning it, and 
then with ſome earnestneſs im- 
portuned 


A Preface, 
portuned me to commit my 
thoughts to writing. Purſuant 
therefore to this occaſion,ny de- 
hon was in the farit place to 
ſhew from found Principles that 
the Church of England is able 
to defend ber Reformation from 
the Errors of the Romanilts, 
and to clear ber ſelf, as far as 
She is charged with thatBreach 
of Communion which followed 
thereupon , without giving any 
advantage to the Non-Confor- 
miſts to juSTifte either their firſt 
Separation from Us,or their E- 
ternal Subdiviſions from one a- 

A2 nother, 


A Preface, 
another. Nor was I willing to en- 
gape a Perſon inthe Gentlewo- 
mans condition, in any Contro- 
werſies that mightbe ſpared with- 
out Injury to the merit of the 
Cauſezor to debate even ſuch as 
could not ſo be Fpared, by ſuch 
Arguments as might exceed ber 
opportunities of Enquiring, or 
her capacity of Judging, ſo as to 
oblige her to depend on the con 
uti of others more Inquiſitive 
and Fudicious, But I bawe either 
waved Authorities where [ 
could debate the Caſe by Argu- 
ments leſs liable to Difpute,and 


better 


A Preface. 
better ſuited to the underſland- 
ing of a Gentlewoman;or where 
I have been neceſſnated to inſ1/t 
on them, have endeavoured to 
make out their Credibility by 
ſuch Preſumptions as are ea- 
fie to be underſtood, and famili- 
ar in parallel Caſes, and gene- 
rally granted as moſi Prudent, 
whenever unskiltul Perſons 
find themſelves obliged to ac- 
quieſce in the conduti of Per. 
ſons more skilful and Judici- 
ous than themſelves, And 1 
bawe purpoſely avoided all ci- 
tations of Authors,even where 


A3 neceſſary, 


A Prifice, 
neceſſary , but ſuch as were to 
be bad, even in Engliſh, and 
therefore might be conſulted by 
the Gentlewoman her ſelf. 

I confeſs thoſe other Reaſon- 
ings fit for Scholars,as they are 
more {ubtle, ſo they are withal 
more (olid and concluſive, But 
withal I conſider, 1. that thoſe 
things wherein Scholars have 
the advantepe of unlearned 
Perſons, are principally ſuch 
wherein Reading i» abſolutely 
neceſſary for their Hiſtorical con- 
weyance to u4.1t is certainly im- 
poſſible for any to know what Do- 


trines 


A Preface. 


firines were maintained in the 
Apoſtles times (and conſe- 
quently whatDofirines aretrue, 
where they are ſuppoſed capable of 
no other Evidence of their be- 
ing true, but becauſe they were 
ſo maintained ) without inſight 
into the ſeveral Hiſlories ( Au- 
thors of the intermediate Ages 
through which they are to be de- 
duced. But for other things whcſe 
evidence of their being true,dves 
not depend on ſuch a conveyance, 
the Reaſon of the thing is a ſufft- 
cient Evidence;and of this every 
equally rational Perſon, how 


A 4 little 


A Preface. 
little ſoever be be converſant in 
Authors,is an equally compe- 

rent Judge. And of this kind 
are many of the things here men- 

tioned,on which the ſlreſs of the 

Cauſe depends The prudent Rea- 

der will eaſily diſcern which they 
are, without my inſlancing. And 
2. even in thoſe things which de- 

pend on Poſitive Revelation, 
and wherein the only means of 
our Aſſurance of them is Hiſto. 
rical Tradition ; though it be 
indeed true that Perſmms of little 
Reading cannot ſo conpetently 
aſſure themſelves of the wr itings 
and 


A Preface. 


and opinions of former Apes, with. 
out the aſſiſtance of others more 
converſant in thoſe Studies: yet 
ſince it is not the way of Pru- 
dent rational Perſons, therefore 
to conclude a thing to hawe been 
revealed by the Apoſiles,becauſe 
fuch Authors tell us that it was 
ſo; much leſs becauſe ſuch Authors 
maintained it,as their own Opi- 
nion;but firſt to aſſure themſelves 
of ſuch th:ngson which the Cre- 
dibility of ſuch Authors in ſuch 
matters may be made clear tous, 
and then of thoſe Expreſſions 
from whence they conclude ſuch 
Authors 


A Preface. 
Authors to have given Teſlimony 
to ſuch a thing as an Apoftolical 
Tradition : it is plain that the 
judoment of theſe things depends 
wholly on the reaſon of the things 
themſelves. And therefore where 
Learned Men are agreed, as to 
their accounts of the Authors and 
their Expreſſtons; and where the 
only remaining Difpute is,whe- 
ther ſuch undoubted Works of 
ſuch Authors be competent for the 
conveyance of a Tradition, and 
whether ſuch Expreſſtons, conſt- 
dered in all their circumſtances, 
come home to the Controverſies 
al 


A Preface, 
at preſent debated ; theſe are 
things whereof common Prudence 
ond a cultivated natural Judp- 
ment may as well qualifie Men 
to paſs a Cenſure as the preateſl 
Reading imaginable, And this 
ſeems to me the best way in af- 
fairs of this nature,to wave ſuch 
things as were diſputed among 
Learned men concerning their 
Hiflorical Informations,and only 
to found my reaſonings on their 
unanimousConceſſions, And moſt 
of the Controverſies betwixt Us 
and the Romaniſts are of that 
nature as to be capable of this 
way 


A Preface, 
way of management, Now this 
way of not intermedling in the 
Diſputes of Learned men , but 
only proceeding on their unque- 
ſtioned conceſſions z4( as moſi 
ſolid and fſatisfaRory to the 
moſt accurate Learned men 
themſelves,ſo)moſtprudent and 
cafie for thoſe whoare unlearn- 
ed. And 3.even as to thoſe other 
things wherein I have indeed 
proceeded onpopular Preſum- 
ptions,yet conſidering that theſe 
are the only reaſons which God 
bas fitted to the capacities of the 
greateſi part of Mankind, and 
that 


A Preface. 
that God is in his Goodneſs con- 
cerned to give them reaſons ſuf- 
ficient for their direflion, and 
that the nature of the things 
themſelves is of importance tobis 
Government , and that it is 
therefore requiſite that their di- 
reftion be ſuch as may not only 
excule their miſtakes, but ſe- 
cure them of the Truth it ſelf; 
I ſay,theſe things being conſider - 
ed,there will be reaſon to believe 
that however fallible ſuch gene- 
ral Prelumptions may be in 
their own nature, yet that God 
in bis Goodneſs bas ſo ordered 
the 


A Preface. 
the matter in affairs of this na- 
ture,astbat thoſe who are gui- 
ded by theſe Preſumptions may by 
the uſe of them be ſecured of the 
Truth it ſelf in theſe particulars, 
As for the Method obſerved 
in this Diſcourſe, it 8 ſuch as 1 
conceived most clear and com- 
prehenſtve in few words,and yet 
withal mc$t accurate and ſatis- 
fſaflory to a doubting Perſon, For 
any one may be much more ſe- 
cure of aConſequence when be 
# firſt ſecured of all its Prin- 
ciples, and be can much better 
Judge of them when he has an in- 


tire, 


A Preface. 
tire proſpeti of them in the na- 
tural order wherein they he, 
and wherein they are neceſſa- 
ry for the dedutiion of ſuch a 
Conſequence. Tet I have neither 
deduced my Frinc ples [00 Ie- 
motely,but as near as I could 
find them clear and indiſpu- 
table ; nor have inſiſted on the 
proof of thoſe that were clear,any 
further than I conceived it ne- 
ceſſary to do ſo from the atlual 
DiFputes concerning the Conſe. 
quence. And I have b:en care- 
ful ratber toprove thantocon- 
fute; which I conceived to be a 


courſe, 


A Preface. 
courſe,as els Invidious to Ad. ' 
verſaries/who ſhould find them. 
ſelves no further concerned than 
astheconſequences ofpoſitive 
Truths might make them con- 
cern'd)ſoalſomore ſatisfatory 
to a Perſon in the Gentlewomans 
condition. And in the whole I 
am fo little conſcious of any de- 
fign of difþleaſing any to whom 
Truth it ſelf might not prove diſ- 
pleaſing,asthat if any Adverſary 
ſhall think it worth bis time to 
Anſwer what I have ſaid, I am 
not my ſelf affraid of provocati- 
on from any thing which he can 
ſay in following my Precedent. 


C1) 


ANSWER 


_ T © 

: Six Queries, &c. 
Q. 1, Whether any one going 
7 | from the Churchof England, 


and dying a Roman Catho- 
lick can be ſaved. 


I. TF by the words T can be ſ&+ 
| ved) be meant a poſſibility» 
in regard of the means, we then 
deny it. For we hold that ſuch 
Errors are maintained 1n that 
Communion as are in their own 
nature deſtruftive of Salvation, 


B Icy 


— EI > et 


(2) 
Such are 

1, The DoQrrines even of their 

* vid cas, * Church xh ch oblige 
Pref. Coxer, them to do miſchief (as 
thoſe concerning the Popes Su- 
premacy over Princes in Temps- 
rals, and concerning their Du: y 
4 Farthe Tefuires, bs Of proſecuting He- 
% Povice, Lerrad rearekes) The + 
7 ogy Bren. looſmeſs of their 
for the ft of %as  Caſuiftical Divi- 

cms, the ] 

wer defence of rms. ny, cCOun'enans 
nan {ies ced by ſuch Au- 
thorities of Gaſu+ 

its as muſt needs influence ſuch 
Perſons as a&t conformably to the 
Principles of thar Communion ; 
and their generally allowing a 
preater Liberty to ſuch per» 
ſons as are deſirous to reconcile 
their Vices with their hopes of 
E.cernity, by their licentious ap- 
plications 


(3) 


plications of thoſe two Diſtin&i- 
ons of Precepts and Gonnſels, 1nd 
of Mortal and Venial Sins, wheres 
by they make moſt Duties Coun» 
ſels, and moſt Sms on'y Veal, 
Which danger is the more conſt 
derable to an Ignorant Perſon , 
who for want of skill of her own, 
muſt in Prudence, and by the 
Principles of that Communion, be 
obliged to truſt ſuch un-ſecure 
Guides. 

2, Not to mention the 11! in- 
fluence of ſeveral of their Do- 
Qrines on the Lives of fuch as 
own them; the very poſi 
them as matters of Faith, the Ex- 
communicating and Anathemati- 
zing all that deny them, the con- 
demning Diſſenters as guilty of 
Hereſy and Schiſm ( at leaſt what 
they call! Material) the inſerting 

B 2 ſeveral 


(4) 
ſevera! of their controverted Do- 
Ctcines into their Liturgies, fo that 
they who cannot beiieve them , 
carnor veracioutly joyn with 
ther in their Devorions, are In- 
novations from the liberry allow- 
ed in the Primitive Church, 
wherein wany (whom all own for 
excellent Perſons and good Ca- 
tholicks) never owned, nay ſome 
of them doubted of,or contradi- 
ed, ſuch Conditions of Com- 
munion ; in ſum, their unreaſon- 
able grounds of drviding Catboluk 
Communion, and their Uncharit a- 
bleneſs to Diſſenters, are Errors 
dangerous to the Salvation of the 
Perſon owning and abetring them. 
Por all will own, even the Koma- 
niſts themſelves, that the Crime 
of breaking Catholick Com- 
wunion , where it is juſtly im- 
puted 


(s) 


puted, is deſtruGive of Saiva» 
ti0N. 

3, Several Abuſes of that 
Church CI fay of the Ghuarch , 
not only of particular Perſons in 
it) arc ſogrols as that ſeveral ot 
the moſt eminent and candid 
men of their on Communion 
have owned them for fuch : tuch 
as Prayer in 48 Whknown Tomene, 
denying the Chalice to the Laity, 
Fabulow Saints and Stories (ti!! 
continued in the beſt approved 
Eccleſiaſtical Offices , Martyrs 
canonized for bad Cauſes condu- 
cing to the greatneſs of the Ro- 
wan See , as Becket for Example; 
Yer by the Princip'ies of that 
Communion, pretending to In- 
fallibility, it is impoſſible that a- 
ny Abuſe ( in defence of which 
their Gharch is engaged, as She 
B 2 1s 


- 


(6) 
1s here) ſhould ever be reformed, 
becauſe it is impoſſible that a 
Church, ſo pretending 10 be In» 
fallible, ſhould ever grant any 
ſuch thing to be an Abuſe. And 
wany more Abuſes are by the mo» 
derate Perſons of their Commus» 
ni-n owned in the Court of Kome, 
which yet By the power allowed 
to the Court over their Church, by 
the peneral conſent of the (hbarch 
it (elf, cannot poſſibly be reform- 
ed, Sering therefore that the 
Church of Kome Cocs thus op» 
poſe all poſſible Reformation of 
Abuſcs of this natures and fcc» 
1p that, whilt theſe Abuſes are 
not reformed, many of them may 
juſtific a Separation, and moſt of 
them may do it when all hopes of 
Ref mation are profeſſedly op- 
poſed ; Catholick Peace on ſuch 
terms 


(7) 
terms as may, not only lawfully, 
but commendab'y , be vielded, 
w1.i be impothibiec. And the a 
betting of fiicha Party as wakes 
Catholick Peace on juſt terms 1m 
Poſſable, muſt needs be an Error 
deitruive of Salvation, This 
1s a wiſchiet unavoicdabiy conſe- 
quent to miſtakes in a Society 

pretending to be I»fallibie. 
As theſe Errors are thus of 
their own nature deſtru- 
Give of Salvation, fo go- 
rg over to that Communi- 
on from another, does na* 
rurfily involve the Per- 
ſon doing ſo in the adua! 
£u1L:t of the Errors them- 

ſe. ves : 

rt, Pecauſe Communicating 
( according to all ) does involve 
the Perſons Communicating in 
5 4 the 


(3) 
the gu.It of ſuch Errors, at leaſt, 
as are impoſed as conditions of 
the Communion , as theſe are in 
the Church of Keawe. This needs 
not to be proved againſt the Kos- 
maniſts who inſiſt on it apainſt Us 
as much as We Co apainſt them. 
2. This muſt efpecial.y hold 
in ſuch as revolt from our Church 
ro theirs: both becauſe fuch an 
ewbracing of their Communion 
1s more an Argument of choice and 
deſipmed preference in fuch as 
lcave others to come to it, than 
in fuchas areborn in it, and con- 
ſequent!y muſt gnific a more EXx+» 
prels approbation of the terms 
of it; and becauſe more expli- 
cite recantations Of our Dofrines 
are required even from Laick Re- 
volters , (lan from ſuch as are 
born in it, 
}, Becauſe 


(9) 

3. Becaulc the Reſipzation of 
Judgment 1S EX] ca 4 Ore ih- 
tire trom Women and Laicks than 
from 1kiifut Perſons (who may in 
ſome Cafes be ailowed the liberty 
of their own Judgments even by 
the Princip.cs of that Communi- 
on) fo that Perions in the Gen» 
tiewowans condition,may by this 
means come-to be Reſponhibie 
put Only for the dangerous Ds» 
Grines of their whole (burch. but 
alſo for the Perſonal Errors of 
their Prieſts and particular Con+ 
feſſors : both as they are (by the 
Principles of that Communion ) 
allowed to be the Avuthentical 
Proponents of the Dorines of 
their Church to wnlearned Perſons 
(whoare not themſe! ves qualified 
for Judging concerning them) as 
their Church is of rhe DofFrines 
B s of 


(16) 
or Chriſt tothe Learned; and as 
the fame Rules of Pradence 0b- 
lige them as ſtrongly ro eruſt 
their parizembay Prieſts for Opi- 
mions , as they do then (hurch 
tor DefFrines of Faith, where 
they are ſti!! preſumed as unca» 
pable of Judging thewſeives, 


IT, If by this gray 4 of 
Salvation mentioned in the Que» 
tion, be meant on'y [ « peſabrirty 
of the Event t ] notwithi! anding 
the dangerouſneſs of the condition 
of Perſons of that Communion , 
upon accoun! of their being of 
it ; then the Reſolution will de- 
pend on this : How far Errors 
of their own nature damnarive 
may not prove aOually deftre- 
Hive to the Salvation of the par- 
ticular Erroncous Perfop, on ac- 
count 


(11) 
count of the Ilpnorance and Haw: 
luntarineſs with which the Verfon 
comes to be engaged in fuch Er- 
rors ? For on thele accourts irc 
way be concaved that the Er» 
rors way either not be imputed 
to her at all, or be imputed in ſo 
1ow a Gepree as to become pars 
Gonable by the peneral Stipula- 
tions and promiſes of the Go- 
ſpel for the pardoning of Sins of 
Inadwertency and humane ſrailty, 
which are ſuppoſed expiable by 
a peneral Care of fulfilling the 
conditions of the Evangelical 
Covenant, together with a gene* 
ral implicite Repentance ot Sins 
unknown as well as known. 

Now cf theſe two waies 
wherebv an Error dameative Of 
its own Natwre way be hindred 
from proving «iiually dammarrve 
in. 


(12) 


in the Event to the Erroncous 
Perſon, it is only an Invincible 
lenorance (that is, ſuch 45 can be 
remedied by mo means thit are in 
the power of the Perſon who ©* 
ſuppoſed Erroneow) that can hin- 
der all Imputation of her Errer 
'O her; and only ſuch a Cegree 
of Vincible Ignorance can futhce 
for extenuating the Impuration 
ſo far as to render it pardonable 
in the way now mentioned, that 
is very hardly avoidable by the 
Perſon , conkdering the frailty 
to which her condition in this 
Life is obnoxious. $o that for 
judging concerning the Condi- 
tion of Kevelters (which is the 
Gentlewomans caſe) the Enqui- 
ry will be, what degree of Igno- 
rance they are capable of that 
may make their Errors Involan- 
fary ? 


(13) 
tary ? that is, How far ſuch as 
they are way be capable of being 
lenorant of their Duty to adhere 
to ours as the true Communion ? 
And for diſcerning this theſe 
following Particulars would be 
fit to be contidered, 

1, That we are all agreed 
(Romaviſts as well as Proteſtants) 
that all ſorts of Perſons { lgne- 
rant as well as Learned). are ob- 
liged to adhere to the true Com- 
munion ( whatever that is) in 
contra-diſtioGtion to others , at 
leaſt , under pain of loſing the 
Ordinary means of Salvation, and 
conſequently that comfortable 
ſatiofatFiow of the ſecurity of 
their own condition, which they 
who enjoy the Oratnary means of 
Salvation mult needs be more ca- 
pable of than they who are ne- 
ceſſitated 


(14) 
ceſſitated to repoſe their whole 
conlidence in Gods F.xtir an dine« 
ry Merctes, 

2. That al: Perfons Lc.ng thu 
obliged by Cod to embrace the 
true Communion . the lnduce- 
ments to it mult be ſuppoſed ſuf- 
hcacnt for the conviction of all, 
and conſequent'y fuired ro the 
capacines of a} who are thus 
concerned to receive Convi- 
Gion. 

g. Therefore the Reaſons bee 
Ing thus ſuppoſed fufhcient for 
the conviction of a!l. there can 
be no pretence of Invincible Ir 
norance for any but fuch as are 
Ipnorant of thoſe Reaſons, which 
cannot be ſuppoſed to be the 
calt of Kevolters. 


Hepce 


(15) 
Hence it follows, at jcaſt, that 
if Rewolters adit rationally , that 
1s, Enquire what 1t is they leave, 
and why, and according'y fol- 
low their Convictions as they 
ouphr, before their Change 3 they 
cannoar be ſuppoſed capable of 
Invincible Ipworance, $0 that the 
only imaginable prerence for ren» 
dring their Error lawincible muſt 
be the ſuppoſed Invuincibleneſs of 
thoſe Prejadices which may hin- 
der a well-meaning Perſon, aGting 
conſcientionſly, from 3Qing rats- 
onally, Which mult be «<©i- 
ther 
1, Opinions conceived obli- 
® catory in Conſcience, hind- 
ring the Perſons embracing 
them from Enquiry, of fol- 
lowing their own Convict 
#14 of which kind many 
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inſtances may be produc 

which are favoured by the 
Caſmrſts of the Rowan 

Charch : Or, 

Preciptation in paſliag Sen- 
rence ona partialEvidence, 
reſolvingon lome particular 
advantage of one Cauſe 
withour contidering its 
diladvantapes, Or the ad- 
vantages of the contrary 
Cauſe, which might poſſit'y 
over-wengh it if unpartaily 
conſidered : Or, 

An endiſcermible favour to 
one Cauſe more than ano» 
ther, whereby we with it 
rather true in regard & irs 
greater comp.yance with 
ſome particuiar latereſt or 
Aﬀection which may be 
thought Ianecent , at leaſt, 
if 


- 
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if not commendable; which 
may the more likely pregu- 
dice a well-meaning Con- 
ſcientious Perſon, becauſe 
it may indeed be Predent 
in ſome Caſes, and it is not 
catic for a Perſon ated by 
it todifcern when It 15 not, 
But it is hard to conceive 
how any of theſe miſtakes 
can be lavinerble in Kevel- 


ers. 


Not the 1, for 

1, There can be no reaſon to 
take vp ſuch Opinions fo grate 
tonſly, which are fo Prejudicial to 
al Reaſoning in general. 

2. There can be no reaſon to 
take them for granted as firf 
Principles, without Enquiry, (by 
«bich means very abſurd Propeſt- 
Tom! 


(1s) 


froms way be taken up by very 
rational Perſons) where it i 
known that many $K:iltu! and [2 
far as can be ur ped) (Conlcicts 
tious Ferfons do, nur only queſt; 
on, bur, deny them 

3. Kevolters from us cannt 
aS much as prerend any Pre) 
ces of Education to excule (1 
miſtakes, ſeeing that among Us 
they find them urrerly difcoun- 
tenanced. And as they have thus 
neither Keaſon, nor  amone Us ) 
Authority that may induce them * 
the belict of thoſe Dodrintes : 
S0 ner her 

4- Can the Aatherity of our 
Aaverſarier be any probab't 
inducement to perſwade Rews!- 
ters to the belict of theſe irrs- 


nonal DoQrines : 
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1.Becauſe the Koweanifts them- 


ſelves are ſenſible of the ab» 
ſurdity of theſe DoGrines, 
and their unfſerviceableneſs 
to their own Intereſts when 
they have to deal with Per- 
ſons whom they defire to 
ſeduce ; ſo that they are not 
likely ro recommend fuch 
Dodrines to ſuch Perſons. 
as Credible, on account of 
their own Authoriry, For 
if they ſhould offer ro per» 
ſwade ſuch as they eſteem 
Hereticks of the uniawtu!- 
neſs of intermedling in Re- 
ligious Diſpures, or follow- 
ng their own Convictions 
in them, it would be the 
means to wake it unpoſlib'e 
to Profelyte ſuch to their 
own Party. 

2, If 


2, It they ſhould Le fo im 


to perinace 


prudent 3s 
them of the Truth of 
Dodrines fo prejudicial t 
their own intercits 1n thett 
Circumſtances ; ' 
ſon em] ted would ncc 
other Argument to £ 
them than their attempts t 
Profe:yre her at 
rime when they ſhould reach 
ber that it were unlawful to 
bearken to any Reaſons, or 
to venture her own Jadg 
ment concerning them , 
contrary to » hat at preſent 
ſhe believed to be rrue. 
Becauſe if ſhe wult not eruſt 
her own Judgment, but re- 
ly on Authority, it would 
be moſt Faft, as well as moſt 
Proudent, to truſt the Au 
thori'y 


et the Fer 


theſe 
* % 


: 


, 


nu 


lame 


F 


t} 
thority of her own Party 


= 
& whom the has experienced, 
G than her Adverfarics whom 
, She has not; and therefore 
o ir could nor be reaſorabie 
, to truſt Adverſaries contra 


d.iQing the eminent Guides 
of her own Party, 
4. Becauſe, at leaſt, the Au- 


a thoriry of Adverſarics can- 
h not be preſumed in Reaſon 
ſo great, witha Perion nor 
r yet of their Communion, as 
to oblige her to beiieve , 
f on their account, what She 
, her ſelf thinks Irrationa! : 
Nay, rather whilſt it is que- 
; ſlioned how far their Au- 


thority is to be truſted ( as 
it ought, in reaſon, to be 
conſidered before a change ) 
and whillt the private Thag+ 
wen 


OO”  - = 
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ment of the Perſon is tru 
ſted ( as none elſe can be) 
in this debate 5 what in ter 
own judgment frems unres- 
ſonabi'e would rather re 
ger the Authority fſuſpe 
Qed if ic ſhould recommend 
it, than be it fe'f believed 
for the Authority, 
Eſpecially conftidering 5, that 
toſucha one as 13 not yet 
perſwaded of the Credibi- 
lity of their  duthority, this 
would aftord a very pr 
dent Argument for ſuſpici- 
on of their Integrity, when 
they ſhould urge her to the 
belief of ſuch things whoſe 
Truth they would not at 
low her liberty to examine 
by her own private Judy 
ment. 


Not 


(23) 
Not the 2- for 

3, It is ard to conceive a 
Perſon educated in the true 
Church (> ignorant of the ad- 
vanrages of her own way, 25 to 
be Invincibly perſwaded by thoſe 
of the contrary , which upon a 
compleat compariſon are ( by 
the Suppoſals laid 
down in the beginning 
of this Diſcourſe ) fo very dif- 
proporionabie [o them , and 
which may appexr fo by the 
Judgment of all who are con» 
cerned to judge concerning 
them, 

2. The fallacy of rruſtiog ſuch 
partial Repreſentations is ſo ea» 
fily diſcovered by the moſt or- 
dinary Experience and Prodence 
in human affairs, aad ſo univer- 
ſally acknowledged in all other 
orCinary 
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ordinary occurrences, as that ic 
can hardly impoſe on any who 
proceeds with that Caution 
which al! acknowledge requiſite 
mn changes of great and danger- 
ous conſequence , as all confeſs 
thoſe of Religion to be. 

3. Though a leſs advantage on 
one ſide above the other mighe 
ſuffice, where the Perſon were no! 
pre-engaged in either 5 yet all 
confels the diſturbance of z 
change , and the danger of ven» 
turing on an vnexperienced way, 
ſo confiderable , as that they are 
not to be attempted on barely E- 

terms ; Which is a further 
warning for the Gentlewowan to 
be wary , who is tempted to 
change from the Principles of 
her Education, 


4. Sup- 
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4. Suppoſing the Perl un were 
ſo leworant as not to diſcern the 
advantages of her own Communi- 
on above any other by her own 
obſervation, yet in that Caſe, ic 
is On all fides held Pradent to 
hear on both ſides what can be 
ſaid by them who arc :tilfet: 
which 1t She underſtand , and be 
abic to judge of by her ſelf, She 
mult then ( by the Suppoſals now 
mentioned) tce the advantage of 
her own ſide; bur if She does 
nor, and ſo be neceſſirated, even 
in the choice of her Communion, 
to rely on the condud of a 
Guide, it muſt in that Caſe be 
wuch more 'Prudent ro truſt a 
Guide whom She has experien- 
ced, than one whom She has 


RUE, 


\$ 


Not 
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Not the 3. for 

1. That Favear which is wholt- 
ly derived from the inclination of 
the Affettions mult needs be due 
to that ſide wherein the Perſon is 
already engaged : both in F«- 
tice, as al! generous Perſons cons 
ceive themſelves obliged in all 
Caſes capable of favour, to be 
favourable to their o!d Friends 
rather than others; and in Prs- 
dence , becauſe by this means the 
diſturbance of a change is belt 
prevented. 

2. If any Favewr may be up» 
on reaſonable and well-meaning 
accounts extended to one Cauſe 
above others: Either becauſe 
the tryal of its Truth is eaſier, 
or becauſe irs Truth Cif ir 
may be proved ) may be con- 
ccived ſubſeryzent to better pur- 

poſes ; 
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poſes ; as Mr. Creſſy 
confeſſes himieif ta- 
vourable to the Argu- 
ments produced for a 
Fudge of Controverſies , becauſe 
the deciſion of that Controverſie 
a'one would prevent the trouble 
of Enquiring into the reſt : yet 
even © (it this Favour be raken 
up and managed as it ought to be 
by a vertuous well-meaning Pere 
ſon ) it will not render the mi- 
ſtake of a change Iovincible. 
For, 

1. This Fayour (as far as it is 
juſtifiable by reaſon) is to 
be had for the Religion 
wherein the _ bad been 
educated, and of which She 
is atually poſſeſſed , upon 
the ſame rational accounts 
whereby that other Favour 

C 2 is 
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is conceived juſtifiable, and 
inas higha degree of obli- 
gation 3 both as weare bet» 
ter able to judge of what 
we know already than we 
can he preſumed ro be of a 
ſtrange Religion ; and as we 
can be more confident in the 
practice of a Religion we 
have alwaiecs maintained , 
than we can in that which 
muſt ſuppoſe us convided 
of having been formerly 
preatly miſtaken. 

» This Favour, as far as it 
way be conceived Prudent 
and Kational, canonly take 
place there where all other 
things are ſuppoſed Equal, 
which cannot be ſuppoſed 
in the true way. 


2, This 


ind 
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3. This Favour ought not tc 
hinder the Perſon from an 
Enquiry into the contrary 
Cauſe, unleſs the Evidence 
produced be very certain- 
ly conviftive, which a.(v 
cannot be ſuppoſed in the 
way we are ſpeaking of. 

4+ This way of Favourabic 
Preſumption being the only 
way by which the general» 
ty of the Vulgar are” capa» 
ble to Judge, and there be- 
Ing in the rue way induce» 
ments for all ſorts of Peos 
ple ; therefore it wuſt be 
ſaid that if this way be man» 
aped impartially, that is, if 
all the Prefumptions on 
both figes be confidered , 
this muſt bring them to the 
Truth, 

C 3 Hence 
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Here ut follows, l y the Prin« 
Ciples of all Partics, that the Er- 
ror of a Rewolter can hardly be 
pr« ſumed Invincible, and conſe+ 
quently nor wholly E xcuſable. £0 
that for Judging concerning the 
Salvabi.ity of particular Per- 
ſons, it only remainsto be enqui- 
red further, Whether they be ca- 
pable of ſuch « degree of Vincible 
Ignorance & may be expiable by a 
Genera) Repentance, and the per- 
formance of all other Conditions of 
the Goſpel in an Errontoms Com 
munion ? And the Reſolution of 
this depends on theſe Enqui- 
rics : 

1. Whether the Erronecus Com- 
munion (the Koman for k x- 
ample ) embrace the Do+ 
Grine of Repentance ſo ir- 
tirely, according to the 


Con- 
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Conditions required of ie 


_ in the Goſpe!, as that the 
Le Repentance performed in 
a it may be preſumed ſuch as 
O God will accept ? 

_ 2, What degree of Vincib/e 
w Ipmorance is expiable by a 
n Rd Kepemtance ? For 
| it is certain that all is nor. 
; 3. Whether a Kevolter from 
our Communion be capable 


of that degree of Vaneible 
Ipnorance which 15 fo expi- 
abic ' 

The exa&t Diſcuſſion of theſe 
things is too large to be infiltecd 
on at preſent, and theretore 1 
ſhall! only make application to 
the deſign of the Queſtion. | 
ſhall therefore ſhew that what 
Poſſubility of Salvation oever we 
way allow to Perſons of the Rs 
- mn 
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man Communion, yet It 15 NO Pril» 
dene ground to encourage one 
who is not aircady of it, tO re- 
welt to it. To this purpoſe [ 
deſire it way be conſidered, 

1, That a'l the grounds we 
pretend to have for our Charity, 
are rather Negative than Poſi- 
tive : rather our unſatisfedneſ's 
with thoſeArguments which pre- 
rend to prove them atFually dam- 
ned, than any Poſitive Convidti- 
ons that any of them are a7ually 
ſaved. 

2. That our Charitable Pre- 
ſumptions are principally ground- 
ed on things impoſſible to be 
known by Hs, ſuch as are the 
uncovenanted Mercies of God,and 
the poſſibility of Simcerity , and ©» 
ven particular Explicite Repen- 
tance of the Error in the Perſon ; 
[9 
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ſ.» that it is rery calie for {fs to 
be miſtaken in our Charity, and 
we profefſed!y chuſe it as a ma» 
ſtake ( if it ſhould prove ore) 
more pardorab'e than Cenſers- 
euſneſs, 

3. That the Caſe, concerning 
which we Judge Charitably, 15 fo 
very rare and extraordinary, as 
that no particular Erroncous Per - 
fon can be very confident that it 
1s her own 3 Nay, when we ſay, 
that their Errors are of their own 
Nature deſtructive of Saivation, 
and that God has not interpoſed 
any Geweral Ordinary means for 
preventing their proving actual» 
ly damnative in the Eveas,it will 
thence follow that there are very 
zuſt fears concerning the genera- 
lity of their Communion, and 
conſequently many odds to one 

C5 of 
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or the wiſcarriape of cach partie 
cular Perſon , which the Genrle- 
woman may do weil to think of 
ertoutly, 

4. That the degree of Pent- 
rence which ſhall be accepted by 
God ina particular Caſe, upon 
iCccount of his aucovenanted Mey 
ry, isvery hard, if not impoſſible, 
to be known by the Perion con» 
cerned ; {fo that even they who 
ſhall enjoy the benefit of it inthe 
-1her World, yet want the com- 
fort of it inthis z and therefore 
can rround no confidence in any 
Pradtice undertaken on that Sup- 
poſition. 

$. That this Security is very 
much more hazardous, and more 
difficult robe Judged of,-in Caſe 
of Vincible , than of Invincible 
loworance , which has been = 
ve 
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ved to be penerally the condi- 
tion of Perſons concerned in this 
Enquiry, 

6, That it is certainly more 
difficult in the Caſe of Revolters, 
than of ſuch who have had their 
Education in the Roman Commu*+ 
non. 

Theſe things I conceive ſuffi» 
ent 10 ſhew that our acknowledg- 
went in this aftair can aftord no 
ſecurity for a Revolt, toa Perſon 
who ſeriouſly believe: Us, and is 
deſirous tobe Guided by Us. Bur 
if we be conſidered as Aawver ſa- 
ries, and conſequently our Au» 
thority be conſidered only as co- 
gent againſt our Seives, eſpecial- 
ly when taken in conjunGion with 
other things, as they uſua'ly ar- 
gue the Security ofa change from 
our Singularity in Aſertinhe 


Salva. 
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Salvability of our own vos 
mon, and our Agreement eve 

with the Remaniſts nm 0wninp -— 
Salvabi.ity of theirsz whence 
they conciude it ſafer for an /p- 
worant Perſon to venture her Pra- 
Qice in that way , in the ſafety 
wiereof we arc all agreed, than 
in that wherein we are femgular : 
In Anſwer hereunto 1 ſhall, at 
preſenr,on:y propoſe theſe things 
to the Gent/ewomans Confide» 


. , . 
YaTION 3 


1, That the unreaſonableneſs 
of this Argument has been ſufh- 
ciently ſhown by others ; par- 
rticular:y She may con» 
ſult Biſhop Taylor's 
Lerter,and the Dean of 
Canterbury's Sermon, which are 
iInggrzliſh, and are ſhort and caſic 
eo be underſtood by her. 


On 1 Cor. 
Lis 


2, That 
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2, That the Suppoſition it felf 
is falſe here. For they of the 
Roman Communion do as fully 
own the Poſſibility of the Salva- 
tion of particular Perſons in our 
Communion, as we do in theirs, 
both as to the Principles whence 
it 1s deduced, ( touching Invin- 
cible Imorance) whichare grant- 
ed as well by them as by Us, and 
even in expreſs Confeſſions, when 
they are pleaſed ro ſpeak their 
minds freely ; of which I muſt 
needs fay,they are in Policy more 
cautious,for fear of givigg Us a» 
ny encouragement to continue in 
our own Communion. If She 
doubt of this, She way, if She 
pleaſe, conſult of our Exgliſh Au- 
thors ( for in dealing with her 1 
would not willingly quote any 0- 
thers) Mr. Richworth Dialog. r. 
» Jo 
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d. 7- pag. 33, Ed, Pars. 1648. 
Mr. Greſſy Exomo!og. Seft.2.Ch. 
60. þ. 11. pag. 396, Knot in 
Charity Maintained, Part 1.Chap. 
r.$. 3, 4. compared with Mr, 
Chill:ngworths Aoſw. ib. $. 3, 4+ 
3. That this Cander of ours, 
when compared with their reſer- 
vedneſs in ſpeaking their minds 
in this Cafe, 1s an Argument of 
our Ingenuity and fair dealing more 
than theirs, which is a conſidera» 
ble Argument of truſt to an [owo- 
rant Perſon, who finds her ſelf 
obliged zo truſt the Authority of 
one of Us, 
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Q; 2. Whether they be I6- 
laters, or No £ 


Muſt confeſs that I think the 
| true Notion of Tdoletry more 
difncult than is commonly con- 
ceived, and ro my Underſtand- 
ing not yet ſufficiently explain- 
ed. Noraml! willing on this oc- 
caſon to engage on that Diſpure, 
both becauſe it would be too re- 
dious, and becauſe I think moſt 
of the miſtakes already enter- 
tained concerning it to have been 
occaſioned by its having been ſta» 
ted in Diſputes with a deſign on 
ſome particular Adverſeries. Not 
| intending therefore to determine 

poſuively, Whether the pratices 

required by their Church as Gow» 
ditions 
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ditions of her Communion be ne- 
ceſſarily ldolatrow? | ſhail only, 
at preſent, recommend theſe 
things toa Perſon in the Gentle- n 
womans Condition, whom I ſup» Þ*© 
poſe not ſucapable of examining Þ| © 
the particular zverit of the Canſe, F* 
and therefore it will be the moſt 

! 


Prudent courſe for ſuch a one to 
Judge by general Preſumpt:- 
Ons. | 
1. That their Notions concern» 
ing the Saints are exattly the ſame 
with thoſe of the later Heathen; 
of the Primitive times concern- 
ing their Demons then worſhip- 
ped 3 who yet were as certainly 
quiley of Idelatry (if the concur 
rent ſenſe of Primitive Chriſtia- 
nity may be believed ) as thoſe * 
accuſed of it in the Old Teſta» 
ment, concerning whoſe ſenſe 
we 
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we want thoſe Records which 
might ſo fully inform us, For 
1: might have eaſily been ſhewn, 
that thoſe Demons were confeſſed 
to be of an inferior Order, and 
not to require that ſupreme de- 
gree of Worſhip proper to the 
Supreme Being z nay , that they 
thought them deputed by the Sw- 
preme Being it ſelf to convey his 
influences to Hs, and our Prayers 
to Him. 

2, That if the Heathers (not- 
withſtanding that their Devotions 
were deſigned for goed Damons ) 
were yet deluded by Ewil ones, 
who were by God perwitted to 
interpoſ- in their ſtead, Becauſe 
they paid that Relative reſpet? to 
Perſons whom he had not dec'a- 
red it his pleaſure to have fo wore» 
ſhipped,and before Images v here 
they 


(42) 
they hadno ſecurity from any pre» 
miſe of God, that none but good 
Demons ſhould preſentiate them- 
ſelves; How can the Romaniſts 
be ſecure that they are not the 
ſame way deluded, ſeeing they 
have as little Security from God's 
Word (which is the only com- 
Petent means from whence they 
can in this Caſe kave Security ) 
Chat it is his pleaſure that they 
ſhould be publickly Invecated, and 
that he has given them the Office 
conveying his Bleſſings to Us,and 
our Prayers to Him, and that 
he will permit none but geod Spr- 
rats to preſentiate themſclves at! 
their Images ? 

3+ That it Miracles pretend- 
ed to be done at ſuch [nwvocations 
be urged as Arguments tha: God 
1s picaled with them, this was 
pretended 
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pretended by the Heathens too. 
And it way be, if it were impar- 
tially Enquired into,there would 
not be greater and better attefled 
Miracles for Invecation of Saints 
among the Romaniſts, than for the 
Invocation of Demons among the 
Pagens. 

4+ That the ſame Arguments 
uſed by the Seriptares and Pri- 
mitive Chriſtians againſt the Hea- 
then ldolatries , are applyed by 
the Proteſtants to the Image-wor- 
ſbip among the Papiſts now ; and 
the ſame Anſwers given by the 
Papiſts now, were then alſo in- 
liſted on by the Pagans, 

5, That as theſe are very 
ſhrew'd Sufpicions of the dan- 
gerouſneſs of this Worſhip , fo 
this daxger 15 ventured on with 
out the leaſt weceſſity ; there be- 


rg 
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ing undeniable Security from the 
Primitive Records and Revela- 
tions of Chriſtianity, that God is 
pleaſed to accept ſuch Prayers as 
are addreſſed to him through the 
Interceſſion of Chriſt alone , fo 
that there can be no neceſlity 
of having alſo recourſe unto the 
Saints. 

6. That Image-worſbip is not 
countenanced by as much as any 
Venerable Authority of truly Pri- 
mitive Chriſtianity, and that the 
Second Nreene Council that in- 
troduced it, was put to very dil- 
ingenuous Shifts of counterfeit Au- 
thorines lor it. 

7, That whatever way Le 
thought of the Worſhip deligned 
by the Romen Church , vet even 
Mr.Thorndike himſelf (with whoſe 
Anthority our Adverſaries prin 
cipally 
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cipally urge us in this Diſpute } 
does not deny that Iaolatry 18 pra- 
Giced by the Ianoranter Perſons 
of that Communion, which the 
Gent/ewoman may jultly fear , 
leſt ict ſhould prove her own 
Caſe. 

8, That the Rowan Church her 
ſelf cannot be altogether excuſed 
from the Idolatry of her Ignorant 
Communicants, ſeeing ſhe puts un- 
neceſſary Scandals in Ignorant 
Perſons way, and is guilty of 
encouraging their Ionorauce and 
Gareleſimeſs of Fudging 10 matters 
of Religion. 

9. That the Praedice of that 
Communion is genera:ly worſe 
and grofſer than their Prixciples 
(as the Gentlewoman may inform 
her ſelf of, in that impartial ac- 


count which is given of them by 
oIr 
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Sir Edwyn Sandys in his Speculum 
Emrepe) which yet is obſerved 
and countenanced by their moſt 
Eminent Guides ; (0 that ſuch as 
She cannot ſecure themſelves 
from the danger of it, 

to. That the Ronwiſh Church 
is by ſo much the wore culpable 
in this Particular , becauſe She 
has not been content only to coun» 
tenance and encourage a Prattice 
info great danger of proving 1de- 
latrow, (o needleſs in it ſelt, fo 
deſtitute of all Authoriry,cither 
of Scripture or the Primitive 
Catholick Church ( which yet 
does ſo extremely ſtand in need 
of Authority ;) bur She has alſo 
impoſed it as a Condition of her 
own Communion (which She calls 
Catholick) ſo that they who are 
willing to Bekeve and Prafiice 
all 
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all that was Believftd and Pre- 
fiſed in the Primitive Church , 
muſt now be Anathematized and 
condemned for Hereticks for re- 
fuſing, to Believe or Pradtice any 
more , or to condemn thoſe as He» 
reticks who do refuſe it. 
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Q. 3. Where was the Churd 
of England before Luther 


time, 


HE defgn of asking th 
Queſtion is certainly ro 
make our Confeſſion of Novelty 
(in ſuch Caſes wherein our Ad- 
verſaries preſume our Novelty 
ſo notorious as that we our Seives 
cannot deny it ) an Argument a» 
gamſt Us ; yet they themſelves are 
concerned in ſome Caſes to deny 
its cCogency. For even they can- 
not deny that the deprivation of 
the Laity of the uſe of the Cap 
(for Example) has been lately 
introduced into their Church by 
a publick Law, If therefore it 
may appear that wr Church is An- 
cient 
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tient as to a'l intents and purpo- 
ſes wherein Antiquity may be a- 
vailable, but that the Church of 
Rome isnotſo; and that in rhe 
ſenſe wherein the Church of Eng- 
land has begun fince Luther, there 
1s no reaſon-to expect that She 
ſhould have been Aztienter, and 
that the Juſtice of her Cauſe does 
not require it ; and that the An- 
tiquity upon theſe Suppolitions 
confelſed!y allowed to the Charch 
of Rome is no Argument for the 
Fuſtice of her Cauſe: theſe things, 
I think, will contain a fully ſa- 
tisfatory Anſwer to the Gentle» 
womans Queſtion. TI ſhail nor ac 
preſent engage on an accurate 
Diſcuſſion of theſe Heads : bur 
ſhall only ſuggeſt ſuch ſhore Ob» 
ſervations as may ler her ſee how 
unreaſonable our Adverſaries 

D _— 
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conkdence is in this Argument, 
wherein they do ſo uſually tri- 
umph. Therefore 

"'Þ Amiqnity iS indeed neceſſ> 
ry to be pleaded for Do@rines , 
ſuch eſpecially as are pretended 
t belong to the Catholick Faith, 
and which are urged as Conditions 
of Gommunion, This is the Caſe 
wherein itis urged by Tertullian 
and Vincentius Lirinenſi in their 
very rational Diſcourſes on this 
Argument. And for this, I think, 
we may challenge the Gharch of 
Rome her ſelf to inſtance in one 
poſutrve DoFrine impoſed by us 
which She ber ſe!f chinks not An: 
cient. | am ſurethe Controver- 
ſie is fo ſtared common'y, that we 
are blamed, not for Believing a+ 
ny thing «ntient or neceſſary which 
15 not, but, tor not believing ſome 


things 
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things which She believes to be 
ſo. And it She her ſelf believe 
all our Poſitives, and withal be- 
heves that nothing is ſo to be be- 
lieved but what is Antient; it wil 
clearly follow that She cannor, in 
conſiſtency with her own inter- 
elts, deny the Antiquity of our 
Pojuive DofFrines. But jor the 
other DoiFrines ſuperadaded by 
them, and denied by us, which 
are indeed the true occaſion of the 
preſent Diviſions of Communi- 
on, we charge them with Ianove- 
tiew, and are very confident that 
they will never be able to prove 
them, to the ſatisfaGtion of any 
Impartial Perſon, cither from 
clear Scripture, or from genuine 
Antiquity of the firſt and pureſt 
Ages, which are the way wherein 
we are willing to uadertake the 
D 2 proof 
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proof of our poſitive Defrines, 
Nay, their greateſt Champions 
decline the tryal , and cowplain 
of the defeftiveneſs and obſcuri- 
ty of the Primitive Chriſtian 
Writers, which they would not 
have reaſon to do if they thought 
them clear cn their tide, 

Theſe things therefore being 
thus ſuppoſed, That ne Doftrine 
onght to be impoſed but what are 
Ancient ; That ours are fo by cur 
Adaverſaries own Confeſſion , ans 
that owr Adverſaries DoefFrines 
are met ſo; and that in Judging 
thu, the private Judgments of pai« 
ticular Perſons are ts be truſtee, 
« the meaſures of their own pris 
wate Practice (as it 15 plain that 
thoſe Diſcourſes of Tertullian and 
Vincentios Lirinenſu are princi- 
p4'ly deſigned for the ſatisfaGion 

or 
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of particulsr Perſons, which had 
been impertinent if the Churches 
Tudzment had been thought Cre- 
dible in her own Caſe, as a Fudpe 
of Controverſies ; beſides that ©» 
ven now this Argument from A4x- 
tiquityis made uſe of for conv:us 
cing ſach as are ſuppoſed unſa» 
tisfed with her Asthority ,. and 
therefore to whom that A@hbority 
can be no Argument) which” Li- 
berty of private Judgment 1s ther 
eſpecially moſt fit to be indulged 
when the diftance is ſo remote as it 
fr mow, when no Charch bas now 
theſe Advantages for comveying 
down Apeſtolical Tradition in « It- 
ſterical way as She bad them: 
Theſe things, 1 ſay , being thus 
ſuppoſed, it will follow that we 
are wrongfully Excommunicated, 
and therefore that we have na 
D 3 rea» 
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reaſon to frar that their Cenſures 
ſhou!d be corfirwed by God. And 
thovgh 1 confeſs every Error in 
the Cauſe of the Churches Cen- 
f.ires will oft excuſe theCenſured 
Per ſox tor continuing out of her 
Communion, when the Commus» 
nion way be recovered by any 
Submiſſion how mncorventent 
and Wb ſoever, if it be not 
finſul ; yet that is the very Caſe 
here, that viE arc not only wrong» 
fully Excommunicated , but the 
terws propoſed for our reſtiruri- 
Cnto Crmwrnion would be df- 
Vid Q.L41 rectly | fu, 3% has Eeen 

ſhewn before. Whence 
jt will follow that we are exin- 
ſable, not on'y in ſufferirg our 
Seves tobe caff ent of their Com- 
wunion, but a'fo in contimurne 
Gut Of it. Eut becauſe this 1s rot 
our 
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our whole Caſe, who do not on- 
ly abſtein from theirCommunion, þ. 
but ſet wp a Communion of our 
own, and maintain an Eccleſtaſti- 
cal Boay Politick diſtin from 
theirs; our defence herein will 
depend on the Juſtice of the Ez- 
clefraftical power of thoſe Perſuns 
who govern our EFecleſraſtical A+ 
ſemblier, And therefore 

2, All our concernment for 
Antiquity here will be, that our 
Eiſbops Cerived their poxer from 
ſuch as derived theirs with a 
porcee Of Commun cating Ic 10 2 
continual Smereſſnon from the Apr* 
les, Andrthis we do acknow- 
ledge true concerning the Popiſs 
Biſbeps themſelves , and do de- 
rive the validiry of our Orders 
from the Antiquity of theirs with» 
our any more prejudice to our 
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Fan than the Primitive Cathy 
licks did fuftrr by acknowledge 
inp "_ validity of Baptiſm ac I111- 
riſtred by Hercticks. For the 
Sacee/F ww Of they Faſter 5 very 
recyncilable with « fuppoſed In 
wovation in their DedFrines ( and 
certainly themſelves cannot deny 
that it is ſo, whilſt they charge 
the Ortentals with Here/ie, whom 
yet they cannot deny to have al- 
waies maintained as uniaterrupte 
ed a Succeſow of Biſbeps as them» 
frlves) eſpecially conſidering 
that the Innovations we charge 
thew with , of adding falſe and 
new Articles of Faith not of 
denying the old ones, do not in 
the leaſt rnterrape or invalidate 
their Sacceſrow This therefore 
beirg ſuppoſed, that the firſt 
Biſbops of our Emglſb Reforma- 


Hin 
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then received their power from 
ſuch as had derived theirs by 
an uninterrupted ſuccellion from 


the Apoſtles ; it will follow rt! at 
they were valid Biſbeps, and if 5, 
had the power of keeping Church- 
Aſſemblies, and exerciſing Ji 
difHion in them, both for the Go- 
vernment of their preſent Char 
pes, and communicating their 
power to fucceedingGeneration” . 
For nothing of this 1s pretended 
10 exceed the poner of a ward 
B:jbop. The charge of Hereſy 
ie ſelf cannot hinder the validity 
of their Orders erther received Or 
communicated 5 though it way in- 
deed, in the Judpment of th: 
who believe them ſo, render > ra 
obnoxious to Canemical Incapact- 
ties of executing them, and to 
Legal Degradations, not from the 
ds; CharaTer, 
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CharaFer, but from the a7 zal Fo 
riſardi tow properly belonging t« 
their Ofnce, But to fuch Cane 
nical Incapacities avd Degradatt- 
ous , they will nor deny even ws 
Faly-Ordrined Perſons them» 
ſelves to be obnoxious, and there» 
fore cannot make that an Argu- 
ret againſt the veltazty of our 
Orders. And yet when this 
Cl arpe of Hereſy api nſt our Bs 
ſerpy 15 not here to be Judged by 
t © prefences » our Aaverlaricy, 
L ur by the were? of the Cauſe; 
and therefore is not to be taken 
f r granted till ic be proved. 
That thereſorewhich is indeed 
new in the Charch of England, is, 
That though her Pefurve Do 
Grimes and Orders be Ancient , 
yet the Profeſſion of her Negs- 
wer, and the new Afſertion of 
her 
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her Liberty from the Encroach 
ments of the Komen Conrt , and 
all her other Praf#ices grounded 
on theſe Primerples, were not a» 
vowed by her t cclefiaſtical Gor 
vernors for levera: Centuries e- 
fore the Refor mation. And in Ars 
fwer hereunto 1 ſhall infilt onthe 
heads already intimated, Therefore 
1. There was no reaſon to expect 
that her oppoſhtion to theſe Er- 
rors ſhould bave been Ancienter , 
though we ſhouid ſuppoſe theEr- 
rors themſelves to have been fo, 
For there was no reaſon to expet 
thatErrors ſhould have been dif- 
covered for ſome Ages before 
the Reformation, when there was 
ſo great a want of that kind of 
Grammat ical and Hiſtorical Learn» 
we which is only fit ro qualific a 
Perſon to Judge of Eclefiuſtrcal 
Traas- 
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Tradition \ at leaſt, they were not 
likely ro have Leen diſcovered 
by fuch a number as had Eceen re» 
quikte to maintain an open oOpPP0-» 
fxion. And if the Errors had 
teen diſcovered gs YET IT was not 
eaſe ro expeet ſucceſs 1n hoiding 
our a0ain!t the Court of Kone , 
which was then fo very powerful, 
and there was no realon to ex» 
p*& buch attempts from Predent 
Perjoms where there was no pro- 
Lability of fucceſs. And there 
Was ycor caſt reaſon of all to cx- 
Le thi! op fition from Biſb pI 
then, when no Biſbrgr were mace 
wrhourt the Popes conien”, which 
he was not hikely rogive to fuch 
2s were likely to oppole him ; 
"hen, after they were wade,they 
were obiiged to be true to Him 
by expref;, Oaths, as well as by 
their 


2 
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their latereſts of peaceable con- 
tinuvance, or hopes of furure pre» 
fermene 5; when, at icaſt, ic was 
impoſſible to refiſt their Fellows 
Byiſbops, the generality of whom 
were, In a'l ikeiyhood, fway- 
ed by theſe Prejudices z when 
they had ſeen mighty Princes 
themſelves worſted in thoſe Cons 
reſts, and the extreme Severity of 
that Court againſt Diſſenrers ; 
when, laſtly, caftering from the 
Church of Rome in any thing was 
counted Hereſy, and Hereſy was 
proſecuted with the extremeſt 
Infamy (which muſt needs weaks 
en the Authority of thoſe Oppo» 
ſers withothers) as well as other 
Fena'ries of the Canon Law. Nor 
2. Does the Juſtice of our Cauſe 
require a greater Aut1quity for our 

Negatives: For, 
1, Our 
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1, Our Negatives are not pre- 
rended ro be of perpetual 
obligation , but only for 
preventing the malignity of 
the contrary Afformative 
Articles to which they are 
oppoſed, And therefore 
there is no reaſon ro expe 
Formal Negatives oppoſed 
to Additional Articles from 
the beginning , before the 
Additional Articles them 
ſelves were thought of ; nor 
to expe a Krformation of 
Abaſes before there were 4- 
buſes tobe Reformed , ſee- 
ing that in courſe of Nature 
theſe Negarroes preſuppoſe 
the contrary Afarmarrves , 
as a prerence of Keforms- 
tow muſt alf> preſuppoſe 
Abuſes, And therefore the 
pretence 
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pretence of the greater 4#- 

tiquity of our Adverſarics 

Errors and Abeſes is fo far 

from prejudicing the repu- 

tation of our Negatives and 

Reformation , as that it is 

indeed the beſt Argument 

of their Juſtice and Sraſonr 

ableneſs, For fuch Negs- 

tives as theſe, and fuch a 

Reformation , mult needs 

have been unwarrantable, 

if there had not been before 

[ Errors fit tobe denyed,and 
Abuſes fir to be reformed. 

Nor 

2, Is it any Prejudice to the 

Fuſtice of . our Gaaſe, thar . 

theſe Errors were not op« 
poſed with formal Negs- 

tives as ſoon as they ap* 

Scared. For fuch Errors 

as 
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as theſe were uſuaily firſt 
received as the Opinions of 
private Perſons before they 
were countenanced by A+ 
therity, and whilſt they 
proceeded no further, there 
was not that miſchief in 
them, nor comequent!y 
that obligation to oppoſe 
them,as when at ;cagth they 
came to be fo S—_— 
ced, For the Errory of 
Provate Per ſons, whilſt they 
are no more , are not con- 
crived ſo to oblige us tobe 
of their mind, as that our 
filemee ſhould in any Pru- 
dence be expounded as an 
Argument of our conſext;and 
conſequently cannot beſuch 
a provocation to us to op» 
pote them openly @n our 
own Defence, Nor 3.ls 
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3. Is it neceſſary to expert 
that there ſhou!d have been 
an open oppolition of them, 
even as ſoon as countenan- 
ced by Autherity, For if, 
even in; the reproof of the 
miſcarriages of private Per- 
ſons , Chriſtianity obliges 
us to proceed with a'l poſ- 
lible candor and modeſty ; we 
are certainly much rather 
obliged to. vroceed ſo in 
dealing with Perſons of A«- 
therity. We ſhould give 
them time to refleQ ., and 
we ſhou'd bear with any 
Perſonal inconveniences 
that are not GireGly finfu! ; 
rather than occaſion thoſe 
diſlurbances which are u- 
ſually to be expected from 
a publick oppoſition of 
them, 
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them. Nor is this forbear- 
ance more agreab'c tO res- 
fow, than to the ſentiment; 
of thoſe Apes vho were 
generally poſſeſſed with an 
exceſſive veneration for 
Amuthority, eſpecially Ec- 
eleſtaſtical ; fo thot there is 
reaſon to believe that they 
would bear with fuch Er- 
rors as long as the dbuſes 
were to'erable, however 0- 
therwiſc rmconvement, 

4. Therefore that which makes 
theſe Errors intolerable to 
private Perſons in dealing 
wi'h Aathority (tor of ſuch 
I ſpeak) is the impoſing and 
aroins7 them as Conditions of 
Communion. And this might 
have beenſhewn ro have been 
late, not tefore their Errors 
vere 
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were defined and impoſed in 
their Connects, And there- 
fore it was but lately that a- 
ny publick oppoſition was 
tobe expeded, even from 
them who were in their 
Conſciences perſwaded that 
our Adverſaries Dodrines 
were Errencow. And 

» When they were thus mw 
poſed, yet even then provere 
Per ſons were concerned, in 
Conſcience as we'll as Pro- 
aence , 0 forbear an open 
oppohtion, when there 
were no hopes of doing good, 
nay t00 probable fears of 
prejudicing their Cauſe by 
It for the furure : when up* 
on their oppoſition, they 
muſt have expeQed to have 
been condemned , when be- 


wg 
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ing condemned, they were 
to be caſt our of Communt- 
on ; when being Excom- 
municated for ſuch a Cauſe, 
others would have been de- 
rerred by their Examp'e, 
and their credit muſt have 
been impaired by the In{a- 
my incurred by the Canon» 
Law then in force, and 
their very condemnation 
would for the future migh- 
tily prejudice Mens minds 
againſt the like attewprs, 
when none cou'd revive the 
Iike true Dodrine without 
the dif-repute of being ſup» 
poſed to revive an ancient- 
ly-condemned Hereſy ; and 
when there were n» hopts 
of being able to preſerve 
themſelves in oppoſite Aſſem- 
blies 
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blies without Biſbops to Head 
them, without whom they 
could not maintain a Secceſ- 
fron of Prieſts, nor conſe» 
quently of Sacraments, and 
the like employments and 
advantages of Eccleſftafbical 
Alſemblies ; ard when no 
Erjbeps were likely to coun- 
tenance ſuch a deſign, whilſt 
they were held in ſuch cap- 
tivity to the Court of Rome 
by Oaths as well as their 0- 
ther Worldly Intereſts, and 
when no Perſons of a tree 
Ingenuous temper were 
likely to attain the honour 
of Fpiſcopacy. 

Theſe Reaſons, with a very 
eafic Application, may futhce to 
ſhew that in an ordinary way there 
was no reaſon to expeet the Re- 
fornation 


(70) 
formation ſooner than it was. And 
chat there was no neceſſity fufti- 
cient tooblige God to interpole 
to raiſe Men up to it Extreerar- 
nartly, will appear if it be cons 
ſidered 
6. That it 1s not every nece(- 
ſity of the Church that can 
oblige God to uſe ſuch Ex: 
Iraordinary means, but only 
ſuch a neceſſity as muſt have 
deſtroyed a Church from 
the Earth, that is, ſuch a 
Society of Men wherein 
Salvation might be attained 
by the ordinary Preſcripti- 
ons of the Goſpel, Now 
the prevalency of theſe Er- 
rors does not oblige us to 
acknowledge that ſuch a 
Church as this muſt have 
failed even in thoſe Ages 
wherein 
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wherein theſe Errors are 
ſuppoſed to have prevailed 
ſor ſome Centuries before 
the Reformation: For 

1, Though the Occidental 
Church had failed, yer 
Chriſt might have had ſuch 
a Church among the ſeveral 
Communions of the Ort- 
entals. And I know no 
preater inconvenience, in 
this regard, in admitting 
the faileur of the Occiden- 
tal Church, than what our 
Adverſaries themſe. ves are 
obnoxious to, in admitting 
the like defeGtion in the 
Oriental. 

2, The prevailing of theſe 
Errors does not oblige us 
to deny an ordinary poſſibt- 
luty of Salvation according 

to 
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to the Preſcriptions of the 
Goſpel, even in the Church 
of Rome it ſelf in thoſe 
Centuries before the Re- 
formation : For 


1, We donot deny all Ae 


ceſſaries to Sabvation, ©- 
ven according to the or- 
ainary Preſcriptions of 
the Goſpel, to have been 
taught even then 1n the 
Church of Rome. The 
Errors we charge them 
with, are not of Defe, 
but Adding to the Orig 
nal Articles of Faith. And 
therefore 

. If it way appear that the 
ſin of Adding to the Faith 
was not (to ſuch as were 
no farther acceſſary to it 
than by continuing in che 
Communicn 
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Communion of ſich 2s 


were real:y puiley of ir} 
ſo imputable ordinarily 
as to hinder the Sa: vation 
of ſuch as were not other» 
wiſe wanting to theme 
ſelves in their own En- 
deavours ; or at leaſt nor 
in ſuch a degree as to of « 
lige God to interpoſe in 
an Extraordinary way for 
its Ordinary prevention : 
this wil! be ſufncient to 
ſhew that (ſuppoſing 
thoſe Errors fo danger- 
ow as we do indeed ſups 
poſe them, yet) God was 
aot obliged ro raiſe up, 
and waintain a Communt-« 
on in oppoſition 10 them 
for preventing the failing 
of ſuch a Church as I have 

E ſpoken 
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ſpoken of, even in theſe 
Weſtern Parts. And that 
this was ſo , may appear 
from theſe Conſiderati- 


ons : 
That that $skill in Eccle- 


| ſiuſtical Learning , by 


iS 


which our firſt Reform» 
ers were enabled to dif- 
cover theſe Frrors, was 
generally wanting inthe 
Apes before the Refur- 


mation , which might 
make their miſtakes then 


much more pardonable 
than now. 


. That the great miſchief 


of theſe Errors is, nor 
ſo much the believing 


more for matters of 


Faith than really was 


{o, as the miſchievous 
Con- 


| 
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Conſequence of doirp 
15, the Diviſgens Of the 
Church neceſſarily fo! 

lowing hereupon , the 
condemning of good Ca- 
tholicks for Hereticks and 
Schiſmaticks, and exclu- 
ding them from Comme- 
nion,and hereby waking 
the peace of Chriſtendome 
impoſſible on any juſt 
and tolerable rerms, and 
Abuſes impoſſible to be 
Reformed, Which was 
not fo imputable in 
thoſe Ages when there 
was no viſible Communi- 
ow to be condemned by 
joyning with that of 
Kome ; for as for the 
even unjuſt Excommu- 
nication of particular 
E 3 Per- 
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Perſons, Providence is 
not ſo concerned as to 
interpoſe Extraordins- 
rily for their preventi» 
on. This I ſay on Sup- 
poſition that the Wal- 
denſes and Zlbigewnſes, 
&c- were ſuch as our 
Adverſaries repreſent 
them. It they were 0- 
otherwiſe, then among 
them there was a Suc- 
ceſſion , for ſo long, of 
Churches holding our 
DodGrines before Lu 
ther, 

. The Prudential Reaſons 
now given might then 
generally excuſe private 
Perſons, and a'l ſuch as 
were not acceſſary to 
the guilt of introducing 
thoſe 


\. 
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thoſe Errors (who were 
wuch the greater Pars; 
and it is only for the 
preater Part that Prov:- 
dence is neceſſarily con- 
cerned) from the guild 
of not publickly Reforms 
img them. Yet even they 
are not fo Excuſable 
now, when the power 
of the Pope is ſo much 
decryed, and there are 
ſo many Churches ard 
Church-Geovernours, un- 
der whoſe Protedicn 
they may put 'them- 
ſelves, and with whoſe 
Communion they may 
joyn, in oppoſition ty 
them. 


2. The Antiquity allowed ro 
their Errors cn this Suppofirion 


E 3 15 


'* nO! Juti:cicnt to Juſiitze thei 
Cauſe. For, 

1, Ih1s Antigetty is not Pri 
mitive, tut cnly of ſome later 
Ignorant Ages. And the Unrea- 
ſonablencſs of preſuming Do- 
Grines to have been Primivive 
only, becauſe they were aGiually 
found embraced by the Church in 
later Azes, and of Preſcribing on 
that account againſt a new Exa-» 
mination of them by immediate 
recourſe to the Originals , might 
have bcen ſhewn ſrom the Fathers 
as well as from the Proteſtants. 

2. The Antiquity of thoſe 
Notions of theirs, whereby they 
confine the Catholick Church to 
that part of it in the Koman Com- 
munion (which might Fave been 
proved Fundamental to all their 
other DoArines, as they are wade 
Artic.cs 


\ / y) 


Articies of Faith and Cordition; 
of Communion) is contradicted 
by the Oriental Churches genera '- 
ly, who are a3 anc:ent, and of a7 
Unqueſtionable a Succeſſion , 3 
the Church of Rome Fer (eif,and as 
ancient in teaching the contre: 
3. The utmoſt Antiquity 
which we allow for their unwar- 
rantable DedFrines 1s not lo great 
as muſt be acknowledged (by all 
that will Judge candidly) for ſe- 
vera!, which on all fides are ac- 
know.eCped to be Hereticat,) 
not only mean thoſe of the 47+ 


4 
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Fs xcbians continuing to this dey 
Civided from the Roman Church ; 
elpecia Y 11 | y Ee realy ut 

ty of thoſe Hereſies which © 
charged on them , ard they muſt 
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by Remaniſls be held guilty of 
ſome, for Juſtifyirg their own 
PraGice of condemning them. 

4. Sowe of their preſent 
Decrecs (particularly thoſe con- 
cerning the admiſſion of the Apo- 
erypbal Books into the Canen, and 
receiving Unwritten Traditions 
with F qual Kewverence with the 

i ritten I ord of God) 1 doubt are 
not more axciently impoſed, as 
Conditions of Catholick Communi- 
0», than the Council of Treat it 
(elf, which was ſince Lather. And 
both of theſe are very conſidera» 
bie, and eſpecially the [ater is ve- 
ry Fundamental to wany of their 
other Decrecs; 


Q 4 
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Q, 4. Why all the Reforme( 
Churches are not United 
in One ? 


Preſume the defign of this 

Queſtion is not ſo much a 
Carioſuty tobe Informed, either 
of the Politick Reaſons which in 
the Courſe of Second Cauſes w 
have an Irfluence on thoſe Div iſi- 
ons which were occaſion<d ty 
the Reformation; or of thoſe that 
might moveCGod to permit S:cond 
Cauſes to aft accorCing to their 
Natural Inclination, withour ihe 
lnterpoſition of any Extra dins- 
ry reſtraint : but only to lay hold 
on that Advantage from our ac- 
knowledged Diviſns, which 
they may ſeem to afford to the 
E s Pre- 
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Prejud:ce of our common Cauſe, 
I ſhail therefore at preſent on y 
propoſe fuch things to the Geu- 
tlewomans Conlide rI010N,45S WAY 
et her underſtand the weaknet!s 
of this Arguint.nt (huw Popular 
ever) when they conclude us 
either miſtaken our Selves, or, at 
at, unfit co Guide others inthe 
enteral Reformation;becauſe we 
z37e nA a:: agreed in all the Parti- 


£ 


vrelent ſulhcient to infiſt on two 
'hings: 1, That there is no rea- 
-n why the Komaniſis ſhould up- 
braid Us with this Argument,and 
that ir is their Intereſt, as well as 
GJurs, t) Apſwer it : 2, That the 
Argument it ſelf is of no force 
as it iSuſed by them againſt us. 
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1.There is no Reaſon why the 
Romaniſts / ould npbraid 

{s with thu Argument , 
and they, ar well 4s we, are 

oblized to Anſwer it. For, 

rt. This very Argument was by 
the Primitive Heathen: made vſe 
of againſt Chriſtianity in General, 
as it is now apainſt Us ; and our 
Adverſarics would do well to 
conſider, whether the ſame An- 
ſwers pleadable by themſelves 
now in behaif of thoſe Chriſtian:, 
and aGually picaded by the 4po7s- 
giſt; then, be not as pleadable for 
Us now. Nay, this muleitugde of 
Seas in Chriſtianity is even now 
the preat Argument of Irreligiouz 
| Perſonsagainſt the Truth of Ke- 
ligion ; and I cannot believe thac 
any Piouſly diſpoſed Perſon a- 
mong them , can be pleaſed to 2|- 
low 
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low the Argument to be of any 
{orce incither Caſe, rather than 
want an Argument againſt Us. 
Y:r I b*licve they will never Te 
at £10 ſhew any Diſparity. 

2, If they ſpeak, not of Divi- 
ain Prarci; les, tut of adtnal Di- 
viſions, they, as well as we, have 
ſMCch atnono themic:ves, Thev bave 
Diviſtns terwixt the Iriſh Re- 
monſtrants and Anti- Kemon-» 
{{rants, Molimiſts and fanſeniſts.as 
well as Themiſts and Scatiſts, and 
Teſmites, (ome of which Parties 
are Divided as well in Communi-« 
ov as in Cpintons. It they lay 
that tt eſe Diviſions are not the 
faul's of their Opinions, but the 
particuiar perverlity of Perſons, 
who will not ſtick to thoſe Prin- 
eiples which might keep them {{- 
-Hed when their Intereſt inclines 
them 
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them otherwiſe ; the ſame will ke 
pretended by every Dividing 
Party, It they th ink it Injuri- 
ous that their whole Communion 
ſhou!ld be charged with the miſ- 
demeanors of Perſons condemned 
by itz, We all of Us plead the 
ſame, for there is no Party that 
does nor condemn a!l others in 
thoſe things wherein they Divide 
from themfelve-. 

3, If they think our Differen- 
ces concerning the Particulars we 
would have Reformed, an Argu- 
ment that the whole defign of a 
Reformation: is in it (elf Suſpici- 
ous and Uncertain ; let them con» 
ſider what themſelves do or can 
ſay, when they are; in the like 
way of Arguing, urged by Us 
with the ſeveral Opinions con» 
cerning the Seas of Infallibilty x 
whence 


(34) 
whence our Authors conciude the 
Uncertainty of the thing it (elf, 
It might eaſily have been ſhewo, 
upon this and the like Occaſions, 
how they do, and are obliged to, 
acknowledge the Unreaſonable- 
neſs of this way of Arguing, Bur 
the deſigned Brevity of my pre- 
ſent Employment only permits 
ine to point at the Heads of what 
might be ſaid, not to enlarge on 
the Particulars. 

4. It wight have been ſhewn 
that theſe Difterences among them 
concerning the Judge of Contro* 
verſies, tend Naturally, and by 
due Kational Conſequence, to the 
diffolution of their Communion , 
a Charge which we think cannot 
be proved againſt that which we 

lieve the Right Communion. 


2, There 
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2. Therefore,toſbew direffly 

the weakneſs of this Irou- 

ment, Let it be conſidered 

t, That whatever Differences 
they upbraid vs with, yet they can 
never prove that they follow by 
any Natural and Kational Conſe- 
quence from the General Principles 
of the Reformation, though polls 
bly they way indeed have been 
occaſioned by that Liberty of Spi- 
rit which was abſo/utely requiſite 
for undertaking a defign of ſuch a 
Nature 3 as it muſt on all ſides be 
acknowledged poſſible that things 
reaily good way notwithſtanding 
prove occaſions of Evil, And how 
very Unjuſt and Unreaſonable ie 
is to charge Perſonal Faults upon 
Deſens (that is in this Caſe the 
faulcs of Reformers upon the Re» 
formation) all, even the Romaniſts 
them- 
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thewſclves, will acknow:cdpe, in 
Caſes wherein they are Cil-inter- 
elſed, 

2.That,this beingSuppcicd,al! 
that they can conclude from theſe 
Diviſions of the Reformers,ison'y, 
that no oneCommunion of the Re- 
formers has that advantage over 
the reſt as that, Antecedently to 
all Enquiry into the merit of the 
Cauſe,irsWord is fit to be truſted 
asa Ghide in Controverſies, to 
aſſure any of irs own Truth, and 
of the Error of all differing from 
it. This,if the Geatlewoman wi'l 
ebſerve, She will find that their 
Arguments from this and the like 
Topicks,only aim at. For becauſe 
they challenge ſuch a Priviledge 
themſeives,they fancy Us to do ſo 
to; and that our defign is not to 
overthrow a Twudge of Comtrover- 
ſor 


(39) 
ftesbut on! y to #renſlate that Title 
from the Pope to Luther, or ſome 
others of our eminent Reformers, 
which is far from our deſign. Bur 
this difference in Opinion does not 
inthe leaſt prove, but that,upon a 
particular Enquiry into the merit 
of the Cauſe, one Party may be 
found to have the advantage of the 
other,which is all that we pretend 
tO, 

3. That this d/Ference of the ſe- 
veral Parties of the Reformation 
I other things , is rather a very 
{trong Preſumption (for an Igno- 
rant Perſon who muſt condud her 
ſe!f by Preſumptions)chat there is 
great reaſon for thoſe things where- 
n they are all agreed, and indeed is 
a greater Argument for the Cre- 
dibÞi'iry of the Reformation in ge- 
neral, than ſor that of the Roman 
75 
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Communion. For toa dil-inter- 
elſed Perſon the Agreement of 
th ſe 15a more valuab.cArgument 
for the Truth of what they ſay, 
who ſeem moſt of all! aGed by the 
merit of the things,and lealt of all 
influenced by the Opiniens and 
Authorities Of a few ; and there can 
hardly be conceived a more con- 
iderable Argument of their free- 
dom 11 Fudement than their afFual 
arfference in other things. What 
therefore the Proteſtants are a» 
greed in, ſeems more likely ro be 
the rea! ſenſe of all that are ſo a- 
greed upon an Impar'izl Enqui- 
TY; V hereas the Kemaniſt: arc PC 
nera iy Iofluenced by a few of ihe 
Court of Rome, towhom the reſt 
do generally conceive thewſc'ves 
obliged in Conſcience to con» 
form, And this advantape of the 
differences 


($1) 
aiſſe renees of Proteſtants lor re* 
cummendirg their Creazbility in 
other things, above that of their 
Adveifaries, to the Truſt of an 
Jenerant Perſon, will appear the 
more remarkable, if it be confi- 
dered 

4-That they are not only agreed 
in general in the fitneſs of a Keſor- 
mation, but alſo in moſt of the 
Particulars to be Reformed. In- 
deed if they were only agreed ia 
general, that it were fit a Refor- 
mation ſhould be, but agreed in 
no Partics/ars ; it might ſeem too 
probab'e a Suſpicion, that it was 
not Trath, but Faffion ard the di- 
ſturbance of the Publick,that was 
their common deſign. But that 1s 
far from being the Caſe here. 

5.The Diviſions of the Prote« 
fants in Deitrine are nor fo irre- 
con- 
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concileable as they may ſeem. The 
Harmony of Confeſſions ſhew them 
agreed in the Principal. As for the 
others, it is plain that our Charch 
of England does not think them 
worth contending for, whilſt She 
admits the ſeveral Parrics into her 
Communion ; and if other Prote- 
ftants think otherwiſe, yet She is 
not Reſponſible for them, becauſe 
She 1s not of their mind. The moſt 
pernicious Principles of all, 
which moſt Naturally tend to Ds. 
vijon, and which wake the dif- 
ferences reſulting from them moſt 
impoſſible to be reconciled, are 
the differences concerningChurch 
Government ; and in that our 
Church has Innovated nothing 
that ſhould cauſe any breach, 
even from the Komen, much Ie; 
from any other part of the Caths- 

lick 
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[uk Church. And moſt of their 
other Differences are no longer [r- 
reconcileable than the Perſons are 
likely to continue averſe to Re- 
conciliation; but theſe Differences 
about Church- Government are (0 
derived from the nature of the 
Things, as that they may Cauſe 
Divilionamong Perſons otherwiſe 
well-meaning, and of a Peaceable 
Diſpolition. 

6.+ This Argument from the 
Drviſtons of Proteſtants » 39 prin» 
cipally proper for ſuch as are noc 
actually engaged in any particular 
Communion of them , and even to 
them ought to have no more force 
than that of a Prudent Preſamp- 
tion, till the Perſon ſo Preſuming 
might have leaſure to examine 
Particulars. But that ſeems not 
to be the Gentlewowans Caſe 
whom 
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whom I ſuppoſe to have been hi- 
therto educated in the Charch of 
England, 2nd to have had ſuſſici- 
ent opportunities of Informing 
her ſelf concerning us. For ſuch 
a one it would ture be ſufficient 
that eur Church is no way guilty of 
theſe Diviſiens, whatſoever way 
be the Caſe of other Proteſtants. 


Q.5.Why the Church of Eng- 
land doth not hold up to 
Confeſſion, Faſting-days, 
Holy Oyl, which we our 
Selves commend £ 


T is a wiſtake that the © ue- 

ſtiomt does ſuppoſe Us to 
commend Holy Oyl. 

However we think all che In- 
ſtances 
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ſtances here mentioned lawfal and 
indifſerent,and (5 to be as obnoxi- 
ous tothe Prudence of particular 
Church- Govermors, as other things 
of that nature are by ail acknow- 
ledped to be ; and we ſhall con» 
ceive our Selves ſecure of the 
Gentlewomans Communion, if 
She will not alter cill our Adver- 
aries prove them neceſſary Ante» 
cedently ro Church Authority , 
which 1s more than they will as 
wuch as pretend to, at leaſt, con- 
cerning ſome of them. 

Theſe things therefore being 
thus ſuppoſed, I ſhall propoſe 
ewothings to the Gentlewomans 
Conſideration : 1. That ſuppoſing 
We were to blame in omitting 
them, yet this were no ground for 
Her to leave our Communion : 
2. That as far as they are not i1m- 
poſed 
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poſed by our Church , there was 
reaſon for their not impoſing 
them, 

'Þ Suppeſung that we were 
indeea to blame in omit - 
ting theſe Eccleſiaſtical 
Obſervances , yet this 
would be mo ſufficient 
ground to excuſe the Gene 
Hewoman for leaving our 
Communion. For 

t, No Indifferent thing , how 
imprudent Or inexpedient ſoever 
(and that is the higheſt Charge 
that the Churches miſtake in a 
matter of this nature, is chargea- 
ble withal, as lortg as the Objedt 
Is ſuppoſed of its own nature [»- 
different) as long as it is not faw- 
ful (and certainly it can be no 
Sin to ſubmit for Peace's ſake to 
an impr udent Conſtitution) can - | 
CUE 
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cuſe a departure from a Commu- 
nion that 15 1n other regards al- 
lowabtic. 

2. Whatever a Separation on 
this account might be in others , 
yer it is leſs excuſable in S#bjetts, 
who are no way Refponſib'e for 
as muchas the Impredences of ſuch 
Coaſticurions, and who are ccr- 
tainly bound to beer with a!l tn- 
lerable fraiitics of their lawful 
Governours, and who are not in+ 
deed ſo weil qualified for Judg- 
ng concerning them, as neither 
being fo well «Kil'ed in Policicks 
general'y, nor being made ac- 
quainted with the ſecret Reaſons 
of ſuch Conſticurions, which 
might make chat, which without 
them might ſeem ſtrange, appear 
highly commendable when conſt» 
dered with them 
F 23, The 
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3. The Gent\ewomans Sex,and 
poſſibly ber particular Congiti- 
on, may not have thoſe Advanta- 
pes which many others ( though 
Subjetts a\ſo) have for Judging 
concerning them. 

Theſe Arguments are ſo agreea- 
ble to the Principles of our Ad+ 
verſaries themſelves, as that they 
frequently wake uſe of them for 
retaining Perſons in their own 
Communion. Which the Genrle- 
woman may be pleaſed to rake 
notice of, if any of her Tempters 
Gould Queſtion them here, where 
they are difſerviceabie to their 
Intereſts. Bur farther 

4. Abuſes in Governenrs acs 
knowledping themſelves Fallible 
(though they be ſuppoſed indeed 
to be dbouſer) are much more ro-+ 
lerable than in thoſe who do nor; 


ſering | 
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ſeeing there way be hopes tharGo-» 


vernours , acknowie&giag them- 
ſelves Fallible,may in time be bet- 
ter informed, and may then them» 
ſelves reform what is awiis, with- 
out the compulſion of their Sub- 
jets 5 which cannever be expe 
Red from ſuch as pretend to be 
Infallible. 

5, If Aboſerof this Nature be 
conceived a ſufficient Reaſon for 
leaving a Communion wherein we 
are already , much more are they 
ſufficient for hiadring our acceſs 
ro another, wherein as yer we are 
not, So that this fame Reaſon, 
if it hould make her deſert the 
Communion of the Church of 
England, wou'd alſo hinder her 
joyning in that of Rome, in which 
the moſt Judicious and Candid 
Perſons of that Communion will 
F 2 JC» 


ii far as theſe STILL 
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Church, there 1s reaſen for 
It, 

I ſay | 41 far 4s they are conmbens 
anced by owr Church | and theres» 
fare the reaſon | ſhali give for tuch 
Omiſſons ſha'l be as they are 
cophdered under that Notion. 

I, Trerctore,t: | Faſting Days, 
I th.ak they are inpoled with the 
ſame deſign of Relrgrow in ovi 
Church as in that of Keane (f 
tha' account of Je unium Ceciiis 
i hich 15 given by lome, 12 
not taken for che rrue frnle of ou! 
hurch ty her moſt perivire 
1s) and that our Church is con-* 
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fitions of that Nari re. fo that : 
Canmoc look 1 this dituſec LA 
vVailing in Predtice as countenatt- 
ced by our Church. IfrteC 
tiexoman be fo zraloutily con- 
cerned for them, I am ſure £h- 
may Praftice them in our Commu- 
nion, as weil as in that of Rowe, 
as ſeveral others do. 

2, Confeſſrow, even toa Prief, 
in order to his Adviceand Abſolu- 
trow , our Church, I think,owns a3 
much as that of Keme ; thovgh we 
Jo not wake it a Sacrament , nor 
make it 4bſo.utely neceſſary, in an 
ordinary way , for the remiſſion ot 
every particular Sin,that it be par» 
ficalariy con{elſed: That the Fr& 
(Tice of it is at preſent difconti» 
nued. our Church, I think, is nt 
the Cauſe. That She has not in- 
terpoſed her Awhority to con» 

3 tinue 
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tinue ir, might have been excu» 


1, Becauſe the _ only of 

Ecilefiaſtical Kighs. For the 
ancicuteſt obligation tocon- 
feſs Sins, though ſcandalows in 
their own naiure, yet not be- 
come reterions (though that 
differe.: much from theCon- 
felon which is now uſed in 
the Komasn Church )was firſt 
introduced after the Perſe» 
cution by Deciss,and that in 
oppoſition to theNevatians, 
as Socrates affirms ; and this 
was a ſo afrerwards taken 
awav by Nefarizs Biſhop 
of Conſtantinople, who order + 
ed every one to be left to bis 
ows Conſtrence 1n that wat- 
ter, for which other Biſhops 
were ſo far from cenſuring 
bim, 
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him, that they followed bim 
in it almoſt in all places, as 
the ſame Hiſtorian tells us , 
and that omiſſion was vehe- 
mently pleaded for by Sr. 
Chryſoftome , and obtained 
forno ſmall rime inthe Greek 
Charch, whatſoever ic did in 
other places, Whence it 
follows that She has power, 
in diſcretion, to determine 
concerning its 4/Fwal practice 
what She thinks fir. 

» Farther, this being ſuppae 
ſed, that it was in our 
Churches power not to lay 
poſe it, that She did a& prov 
dently in not Impofeng it, but 
rather recommending It t© 
the Liberty of private De- 
potions, Wil! appear, if it be 
conſidered that, if She had 
F4 1m- 
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inal vt, She wilt neceila« 
WF NC! ' vil CNA 
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wot been fatizticd with it x 
and it had not Leen Prucent 
to have exciuded Perſons 
from her Communion for 
Ind. feremt thing: avoidable 
by her, when She was com» 
plaining of the like Tyran- 
ny In the Church of Kome , 
ef pecial'y conſidering that 
ie was allo likely that the 
number was preat of thoſe 
who were fo diffatisficd 
with ir. 


However, if the Gentlewoma n 
be defirous to PrefFiee it for ber 
own Edification, I believe She 
way be furniſhed with Perſons 
firred for it in the Chareb of Eng- 


3-As 
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3, As for the uſe of Holy Oy! in 
any of (he Preter.C ) Sacr amis, 
Ke do not | to { onde 1 BITOLRLY. 
refuſe Communion with otter 
(Aurches that uſe it « ray, we cur 
Selves retain it a* 2 decent ATi 
mony of Conſecration in the Cores 
wations of our Princes, Only ve 
| aFain CONceave it 

1, A matrer mdifferent in it 
felf,andnortEflential ro thoſe 
Offices, becauſe of the dific- 
rences in the Church ccn- 
CErnire if, 

2, This bring ſuppoſed , crr 
Charch does no wayconceive 
it Predent to continue it ! 

both becauſe it was the Cr - 
hen of the Reformation 11 
| reduce the Sacraments th 
their Primitrve Stmplicity , 
that ſo Perſons might Con » 
F & municate 
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Communicate in them on the 
ſame free terms as then; and 
becauſe the Errors of thoſe 
who wade them FE ſſextial to 
the Myſtertes,were of great 
Conſequence, and very fit 
ro be ſodiſcountenanced by 
a diſcontinuance of the Pre 
(ice it (elf, 

if by the Hely Oy here men- 
moned , Le meant Particu aily 
their Sacrament of Extreme In- 

Gow, +. Our Adverſaries cannot 

prove 2 Sacramental Hnftion lor 

the friſt Centuries. A&A Miracs- 
bas one they may, bur ſeeing 
themſelves confeſs the ordinary 

Uſe of the Miracle to bave cral- 

ed,there is no nece{liry reaſon ob- 

[iging our Charch to continue the 

txhernal Ceremony, This is at leaſt 

Wcient to ſhew that ir is in the 

Churches 
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Churches power to continue if,or 
not. W hich being ſuppoſed, I add, 
2. Thateven in regard of the be- 
weſfu expected by it, whether of 
Bodily reervery,or remiſſion of (ns, 
or Spiritual ſtrength againſt the 
Agony of Death, theGentlewoman, 
nor any other Subjedt of wr 
Church, can ſufter no loſs by our 
Church's dilcontinuance of it. Fug 
all theſe things are as certain'y 
attainable by the means cont inu- 
ed in our Church from Unqueſti- 
onable Aprſtelical Tradition ( as 
the Prayers and Abſolution of the 
Prieſt and the bleſſed Sacrament ) 
as they could by the {Kaden it 
ſelf; ſo that I cannot perceive. 
Wow a devour Perſon need to be 
concerned for the want of it.” on 
the terms now mentioned. Eſpe- 
cially conſidering 3, That io the 


(10S) 
way it is Adwiniſired among 
them,to Verfons paſt hopes of re 

covery, and uſually paſt ſenſe of 
their on condition, 1t cannot te 
conceived In any rationa: way, 
capall: of Eoitying the Devors- 
en Of the Perſon concerned, and 
no oth:r way is ſuitable to the 
Dify enſ4tion of the Goſpel, And 
fupt 010g 1t No Secrement, there 
15 00 rYealon ivaginabie why the 
Pray ers of the Aſſiſtants for ſuch 
# Perſon may not be as accepta- 
be to G20), widkourt the cbiet var 
ton of this external Ceremony , 
as with ir. And as upon theſe 
cocc[hons 1ts Continuance mult 
re:ds appear unneceſſary, ſo 
4- It would be inexpedient to 
countenance the Errors conſe- 
quentto rhe Opinion of its being 
a Sacrament, which are of to 


weighty 
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| weighty a cConcernment,by cont i- 
nuance of a Cuitum which way 1. 
calily be ſpared. Theſe things may 
ſulhce at preſent for ſatisfying 
the Gemtlewowan of her litt'e con- 
cernment for ir, without «ngapge» 
| ingop the Diſpute concerning its 
lawtuineſs, 

Now this Fundamental Princt- 
p.c of our Churches Proceedings 
in theſe and the like Particulars , 
concerning the power of the 
Church for Innovating from An+ 
cient Cuſtomes, not only by Ad» 
ating new ones, but 4brogating 01d 
ones, might have been proved not 
only from the Principles,but from 
ſeveral Prattices of the Roman 
Church her ſelf, 


Q. 6, 
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Q, 6. Whywas Reformation 
done by A&@ of Parlia- 


ment ? 


E formation way be confidec« 
ed rwo wayes : Either 
1, As preached and impoſed un- 
der pain of SpiritualGenſures,and 
of Excluſion from the Communi- 
on of the Church, and a depriva- 
tion of all the Vriviledges conſe- 
quent to that Communion. And 
this is certainly the Right of the 
Church and was accordingly pra» 
Giced by the Church in our E - 
hbſb Reformation : 


2, As Enadied as a Law of 
the 


frrn) 
the Land , and conſequently as 
urged the fame way as other 
I. aws are, under temporal Penal- 
ties and external Coercion , and 
encouraged by temporal Adwan- 
tages. And this is undoubredly 
the Right of the Secular power. 
And this was all in which the 
Secular power did concern it ſelf 
in the Keformation. 

Whar I can further foreſee in 
favour of our Adverſaries is, that 
1. The Secular Power ought inCon- 
ſeience to be herein adviſed by the 
Eecleſiaſticks : and 2. That though 
external obedience way be paid to 
the miſtaken Decrees of the Seew- 
lar power following the miſtaken 
part of the Ezeleſiafticts, yet the 
Obligation ( in Conſcience and 
Right) of ſuch Decrees mult be 
derived from the Jaftice of the 
Churches 
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Churches proceedings in advi- 
ſing the Magiſtrate ſo that no 
AG of the Marr//frate Can wake 
amends for any tflential defect 
in the proceedings of the Church. 
Bur the only E&ftic& of the Mapi- 
ſtrates concurrence in that Caſe 
1s, that what isaiready perform- 
ed without Hereſy or Schiſm in 
the (Church, may be by that 
means ſertied in fucha particular 
Commonwealth without Schiſm or 
Sedition jn the State, And 
therefore ſeeing they tuppoſe 
that at the Reformation the 
greater number of the Biſbops 
then being, were overawed and 
deprived of the Liberty of their 
Vores by the Secular Magiſtrate , 
and it 1s the nature of ail So- 
cacries to be ſwayed by the 
greater Part ; therefore they 


Way 
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way think it unreatunaliic to aff 
cribe the Keformation to the 
Church of England , but only to 
a Schiſmatical part Of it; © 
that the eepjrar having at- 
tempted this Keformation with- 
out warrant from the Church , 
they think they do well to call 
our Reformation it ſelf Parlia 
mentary. 


To this therefore | Reply, 

1. That the uſe we make of 
this Topick of the Magiſtrates 
COncurrence, is indeed no other 
than to clear our Refirmetion 
from being Seditions, which 18$ 
ordinarily charged on Us by our 
Adverfſarics, and much more or» 
dinarily on the forreign Prote« 


ſtants, 
2. That 
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2. That for clearing the very 
proceedings of the Magiſtracy 
from being Heretical or Schiſma* 
tical , to the Conſcience of the 
Magiſftracy it ſelf, it is ſufficient 
thar che iſtracy gave its Aſ- 
ance an ProtetFion to no other 
berch, but fiich as, at leaſt, ac- 
cording to the genuine Didate 
of the: Conſcience, was neither 
Heretical nor Schiſmatical, But 
this Juſtification of the provate 
Conſeience of the eMagiſtricy is, 
I confeſs, a thing we are at pre- 
ſent not ſo neceſſarily concerned 
for ; and therefore 
3. Wegrant farther, that for 
ſatisfying our own Conſciences 
of the Juſtice of theſe proceed- 
ings of the Magiſtracy, it is re» 
quiſite that we be ſatisfied that 
they were Adviſed by that part 
of 
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of the Clergy, whoſe Advice we 
conceive they ought to have fol- 
lowed, So that if this may ap» 
pear in the Caſe we are ſpeaking 
of, this, and this alcne,, will be 
« ſufficient Vindication of the 
Magiſtrates proceedings to the 
Conſciences of its Swbje(ds, 

4+ Therefore the Determina- 
tion of the Juſtice of the Advice 
folloc& by 1:c Magiſtrate, may 
be reſyived two wayes: Cither 
from he merit of the Cauſe; or 
ſi.m the Legal Authority and 
Right the Perſons way be pre- 
ſumed to have to be conſulted on 
ſuch occaſions. As for the for» 
mer, it is in the preſent Caſe 
the principal Diſpute , Whether 
the Reformation undertaken by 
the Magiſtrate, was right or not ? 
and therefore very unfit to be re- 
lyed 
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lycd on asa Preſumpiion to prove 
the Magiſtrates proceedings Irre- 
oular. The later therefore oniy 
is proper to be infiſted on here. 
And it conſiſts of two charges : 
That by the Laws of the Land 
the Magiftrate ought to have been 
adviſed by the Biſbeps then poſ- 
ſled of the ſeveral Seesz and 
That in adviſing with the Clergy, - 
whoever they were, he ought to 
have ailowed them the Liberty 
of ſpeaking their minds, and to 
bave been ſwayed by the preater 
part, Theſe things are conce v+» 
ed (Oo necellary, as that the May- 
giſtrate not obſerving them, may 
be preſumed toa@ as no way in- 
fluenced by the Clergy. Which 
is the Reaſon why they call our 
Reformation,whereinthey ſuppoſe 
them not obſerved, Parliamentary. 
I, There» 
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1, Therefore as to the Lenal 
Right of c<e Popiſh 
Clergy to adviſe the Se: 
cular Bagiſtrate , ewo 
things may be Replyed : 
rt, That this Legal Kizht may 
be forfeited by the Perſons by 
their Perſonal miſdemeanors, and 
of this forfeiture the Secular Mix- 
gſtrate himſelf is the proper 
fJudze ; and that this was exactly 
the Popiſb Biſbyps Caſe at that 
time. 

2. That the conſideration of 
this Legal Right is of no uſe for 
ſatisfying the Conſcrences of their 
Subjedts, which yet is the only uſe 
that is ſcaſonabile for this occa- 
ion, 

2. 4s for. the Canonical 
fceedom to be allowed 
them in adviſing , and the 

oblt- 
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obligation of the Bagt- 
ſtrate to follow the advice 
of the greater part : Theſe 
Canonical Rights cax 
only ſatisfie the Conſeiences 
of thetr own Communion , 
but cannot be pretended 
neceſſary to be obſerved , 
where there are diffe- 
rent Communions, For 

1, The Romaniſls themſclves 
never allow that freedom ro Per- 
ſons out of their Communion, as 
was plain in the Council of 
Trent, and ſtill appears on al! 
occaſions. 

2. Eſpecially in particular 
National Churches, as ours was, 
they themſelves will por deny 
that the greater part may prove 
Heyretical , and therefore likely 
to prevail by Plarality of Votes ; 
in 
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in which Caſe themſelves wonl!d 
notwithſtanding think it unequal 
for the Magiſtrate to be ſwayed 
by them. 

3- This has alwaies been the 
Prafice of the Church, and the 
Catholick Emperors, never to al- 
low any Canonical Right to the 
Aſſemblies and Cenſures of He- 
reticks, as Athanaſius was reſto- 
red firſt by Maximinus Biſhop 
of Triers, then by Pope Fuline, 
after that by Maximus Biſhop of 
Feruſalem, and at laſt by the Em- 
perour Jovinian , without any 
Canonical revocation of the Sys 
nods that had condemned him. 
Many Inſtances of the like Na« 
eure might be given, 


4. The 
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4+ The Popiſh Clerpy bad given 
the firſt Precedent of this Liber- 
ty themſelves, in refuſing to ad- 
mitof the Canonical Appeal of the 
Proteſtants from the Pope to a 
free General Conneil, 


